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U.S. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 
935 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 

_ APR i> ft 

Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 

Mr. Ernie Lazar 
Post Office Box 423434 

San Francisco, CA 94142-3434 > Subject of Request. Loyd Wriaht _ 

FOIPANo. 448,541 /190- HQ-1250177 



Dear Requester: 

Enclosed are copies of documents from FBI records. Excisions have been made to protect 
information exempt from disclosure pursuant to Title 5, United States Code, Section 552 (Freedom of 
Information Act) and/or Section 552a (Privacy Act). In addition, where excisions were made, the 
appropnate exempting subsections have been cited opposite the deletions. Where pages have been withheld 
in their entirety, a deleted page information sheet has been substituted showing the reasons or basis for the 
deletion. The subsections cited for withholding information from the enclosed documents are marked below: 


Section 552 Section 552a 


□ (b)(1) 

□ (b)(7)(A) 

□ (d)(5) 

D (b)(2) 

□ (b)(7)(B) 

□ 0X2) 

□ (b)(3) 

E (b)(7)(C) 

□ 00(0 


H (b)(7)(D) 

□ 00(2) 


□ (b)(7)(E) 

□ 00(3) 


□ (b)(7)(F) 

□ 00(4) 

□ (b)(4) 

□ (b)(8) 

□ 00(5) 

□ (b)(5) 

□ (b)(9) 

□ 00(6) 

K) (b)(6) 


□ 00(7) 


(See Form OPCA-16a, enclosed, for an explanation of these exemptions.) 

Pursuant to your request, 230 _pages(s) were reviewed and 230 _page(s) are 

being released. 

During the review of material pertinent to the subject of your request, documents were located 
which 

□ originated with another Government agency(ies). 

These documents were referred to that agency(ies) for review and direct response to you 

H contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). Y o u wi ll be ad r is e d by th e 
FFH as tu the i u l oajubrh t y of t his info r m a ti o n follow in g our - a onauitet i o w w ith tho oth a r 

agency(iBo ). These documents were referred to that agency(ies) for 
review and direct response to you. 
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Office Memorandum • unitei 


"llittii » - <h : , • 


TO : DIRECTOR, FBI 

) ^ROM : SAC 3 LOS ANGi-JLES 

/ 

SUBJECT: LOYD '..'RIGHT 


Attention: Mr. L. B. NICHOLS 



ms GOVERNMENT-^ 

DATE: SEPTEI.PJSR j&i 1:^8 . 

. :>S T - 7f.-rn. 

\ \MW- r- 
\ ' • -!Ctl.. 




j - ’•.'trbo.. 

' Mr. I*ohr. 

| i-!*\ l’cnrin^ton .. 
’<*. r i;V .i Tamm. 

I ''''' . 7 

J.eoVGfody. 


"Variety” for September 16, 1948 carries an item stating that 
LOYD VfRIGHT is spearheading a drive to eliminate Communists from 
attorneys who practice before the State Bar. 

This item states that WRIGHT is slated to be United States 
Attorney General if the Republicans get in the Y/hite House j that 
Governor WARREN and Governor DE.7EY have already agreed on -what appoint¬ 
ments each will make, with t.'ARREN getting the chance to appoint the 
Attorney General. It states that WRIGHT has been an active worker in 
the WARREN camp ever since WARREN entered the gubernatorial race. 
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LAW OFFICES OF 

WRIGHT AND MILLIKAN 



LOYD WBIGHT 

charv.es e millikan 
RICHARD M GOLDWATER 
HERSCHEL B GREEN 
S EARL WRIGHT 
CHARLES A LORING 
LOYO WRIGHT.JR 
H BRUCE BAUMEISTER 


SUITE H25 ONE ELEVEN WEST SEVENTH BUILOING 

LOS ANGELES I* 

MADISON 6-129' 


September 14th, 1948. 


Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
Director, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, 
Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 


/ 


6EVERLY HiL 
.321 SOUTH BEV|E 
BRAOSHAW 


i Mr. TVor»y._, 

AF/a? - 
fete- 


t l'!z*lf* Tbo . 

Mr. Mohr.. 

| Mr. Pennington.. 

f Mr. Quinn Tamm. 
»lease aodresb; reply to 

LOS ANGELEsjfOPFIC 0 ^ 00 




My dear Mr. Hoover: 


I am on the Board of Governors of the American Bar Asso¬ 
ciation. At the annual meeting in Seattle, Washington, 
just concluded, along with others I presented a resolu¬ 
tion which would exclude membership to members of the 
National Lawyers Guild. 


We have been advised that the Ntetlon al Lawyers Guild has 
been subject to investigation by fKe~F'r*fi. T.'and -- that it 
is or was on the Attorney General’s list of un-American 
institutions. 

I am not familiar with the process of acquiring accurate 
information in this regard, nor do I know whether you are V 
privileged to release such information. I am writing, 
howeve r, with the hope that you can disclose what v rrnr 
investigation may have shown and confir m or dljsaffirm_pur 
belief that the national Lawye rs Guild-ls. .on. _ the tabooed 
list]_o | , ~Ehe ATTHf& eX-G eneral . 


|\Any courtesy extended me, and through me to the Board of 
Governors of the American Bar Association will be greatly 
appreciated. 


/ 


^ith kindest personal re^firds, I am, 

:n\ ‘ 


•vefE 


LW/AG 




Personal. 
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jQST 

- si/ncej/3d.y yours, 

f $ CGF 


:.NG 
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September 24, 2943 







Ur. Loyd i bright 

Bright and Utlltkan 

1125 One Eleven feet Seventh Building 

Los Angeles 14, Californio 

Dear lfr • Vrights 

I have your letter of September 14, 1946, 
'• wherein you make inquiries relative to the national 
Lawyers Guild. 




• t 


1 Or. Tclaor 
15*. S. A. Tv 

VS. Ck»®_ 

IT. Coffey_ 

13r. Clsein 

12 -. UCd_ 

LI. KlCho.a_ 

13*. Posen_ 

AT. Tracy_ 

Vr. Cat sc :r _ 

Vs. L-ui. _ 


* - 
u_ 


While I do appreciate the motive which 
prompted you to write me, I must advice you that by 
long established policy, the information in the ft lew 
of thte Bureau te confidential and cannot be released 
to other than authorised Government departments and 
agencies without the express authority of the 
Attorney General, Accordingly, I cannot supply you 
with information concerning the character of thtm**-*'* 1 *-- 
organisation. I can advtee you, however$ that the 
national Lawyers Guild is not included in that Itst 
of organisations declared subversive by the Attorney 
General within the purview of the Executive Order j» 
concerning the Loyalty of Government Employees. 


s n 


f** -TL- 


Please do not heettate to write me fn tf < - 
future in the svept you have some problem or infqrnv^ , 7? 
tion of interest or within the investigating Jurfkp^ - o 


diction of the FBI. 


iVi 




M 


COM M UNI CATlONS^SECTf^M 
M.A' I t e ; d ^7 

* SEP 


1 


Sincerely yours, 

utt 

Hoove? 


•IMKl «u«£»u 

tl- %. 




y ^ fohn Edgar Hoover 
Director 

'0 1 ; - >. 
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numer< 


/TO 


I ht_ is a very prominent Los Angeles attorney, 
was indicated that he was a personal friend 
General Biddle. (62-89556-6 ) 



y General Biddle. (62-B9556-6J He represents 

. . - r ,. - ~.ovie stars including Marlene Dietrich 

(DEU:mer) (65142^37-32 p.6)j George Raft (62-75147-26-96), and 

f Charlie Chaplin (31-68496-31). 

J There is nothing in Bureau files 

indicating acquaintance of 
(?*? Wright with the Director.) 



> Aon* MO. M 
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Office Memorandum • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

ro « Ur* L, Boardmanfjf*'' date* August a, 1955 

i ft' 

from </r • 4* if. £elm 


ToUoo --- 

DATE: .August fl, 


from </r • A, H, Be In 

/ 

o 

fubjbct "LOYD WRIGHT 


Belmont- 

Harbo-- 

Mohr_ 

Parsons - 

Rosen- 

Tamm,- 

Sizoo- 

Finterrowd- 

Tele. Room- 

Holloman- 

Goody -- 


Pursuant to the Director 's request of 8/4/55, Bufiles 
were reviewed concerning Loyd Wright, President, American Bar 
Association, who is one of the individuals being considered for the 
Internal Security Commission, 


Wright has not been investigated by the Bureau . Our files 
indicate that on 2/14/42 Francis Biddle, then Attorney General, 
referred to the Bureau a letter dated 2/10/42 from Wright• In this 
letter Wright stated that he was Chairman of Civil Liberties Committee 
c^th^^amornU^jtate Bar, and was forwarding a complaint of one j 

arrested 12/8/41 at 

Sant^MonTcc^UaMfornia , ■flflHHHjHHHp' Wright stated he was 
referring this matter to vn^^^ornw^^eneral for whatever action 
deemed prove^^The Bureau conducted inquiry into this matter, reveal¬ 
ing that was in no way mistreated when arrested or conf ined, 

Wright wa^^^adMsed by Bureau letter 4/18/42, (65-11019-55,65) 


Our files reflect that Wright has been attorney for such 
motion pioture personalities as Marlene Dietrioh, 1941; George Raft, 
1946; Shirley Temple, 1941; Hunt Stromberg (producer), 1942i and J 
Charlie Chaplin, Wright succeeded his brother, Arthur, (deceased) 
as Chaplin’s attorney about 1920 and served in that capacity until 
194^^z£nr£&£nting Chaplin during his various divorce cases and 
theJU^/nEmpaternity suit in 1943, (65-42237-32; 62-75147-26-46; 

31-68496-31; 62-69555-29) 


In July, 1943, Wright expressed his personal opinion that 
while Russia was a valuable ally, the political philosophy of the 
Russians was dangerous to our institutions, and that no war materials' 
should be furnished to any nation who would not permit our military 
observets to observe the effectiveness of our equipment in battle • 
(100-212231-13) 


Mr, Belmont 
Li^aoi^Sed 


i , - lGv> 

hi 


cc - Mr, Nichols 
co - Mr, Boardmn L . 
cc - Mr, Belmont " 

cc - ^Section 


fcA- MY Jt 

z MiG 1 ft '955 


r y 7 -rs - § 


4 ; 


.•v* ^ 


I 
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Memorandum for Mr, Boardman 

A reliable source advised in the Spring of 1947 that Wright's name 
was in the possession of the American - Russian Institute (designated 
by the Attorney General), but was not aware of the meaning of this, 
(anonymous, 77-60391-6) On 9/14/4Q Wright requested the Bureau 
for information concerning National Lawyers Guild (NLG), which he 
understood was subversive, He stated that during a recent annual 
meeting of the American Bar Association he introduced a resolution 
to exclude membership in the Association to members of the NLG, 

We replied our files were confidential, (62-39472-3) In August, 1954, 
Wright, new American Bar Association President, announced that one 
of the Association's campaign aims was the ouster of "Fifth Amendment 
lawyers" and attorneys aligned with subversive organisations , 

(94-1-369A, "Chicago American," 9/23/54,) In March, 1955, Wright 
urged the creation of a bi-partisan Federal court system by 
allocating judgeship on a formula determined by the two major 
political parties, His plan, he said, to eleminate politics from 
the court would go a long way toward reasserting the independency 
of the judiciary, Appointment to the bench, he added, "has become 
too much a reward for faithful party service and too little a selec¬ 
tion of the best man for the job," (94-1-369A "Washington Post 
and Times Herald," 3/9/55) 

In the past our relations with Wright have been cordial, |/ 
He has been contacted for information during several Bureau 
investigations and has been cooperative. He was given a special 
tour of the Bureau on 3/29/41, On 1/19/37 and on 3/10/50 he invited 
the Direotor to sptah before the Los Angelss Bar and the California 
Bar Associations, respectively. The Director was unable to accept 
these invitations , (62-69975-99; 94-1-2115-2; 94-1-9325-20) 

l~ o yd v j SiLlwionBr/. - 

By way of bacKgrotndj \Wright was born 12 /24/1992 at v 

San Jacinto, Cali fornia, He received an LL,BV degree from the 
^University of Southern California in 1915, That same year he was 
admitted to the California State Bar and has since practiced law in 
California, maintaining offices at Los Angeles and Beverly Hills, 
California, During World War II, he was a member of the Board of 
Appeals of the Attorney General of the United States in connection 
with enemy alien hearings • Since 1944 he has been Chairman of 
the California Horse Racing Board, (Who's Who in America, 1954 - 1 

REC OMMENDATION t 

For your information. 
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Office Wlemorandum • united . government 

to : MR. I., V. BOARDMAN > fyyY^- datei November 10, 

/iTiW JJ54 

/" . « H»ibo 

from . a. J7. Beyfrtfr r / p.;''L 

I IX Host n 

1 .»n«M 


SUBJECT : 


MR. I„ 7. BOARDMAN 

xA 

A. H. Beylfllfc r 


WHITE HOUSE 
(NAME CHECKS) 


Harbo 
V t|, r 
P.irsnn> 
Host » 

Sl70*‘ 

1 IfttrlUt* * 

Tel*. ^rt-MK 

(M.c Oxi n 
G«i. •-* - 


.-(j 

S 


or niny (11-10-54) ^BK^^^^^th^office 
i confacTe?BHH|^c)/ the 

Ltaisor^Sectionan^reque sted that the Bureau conauc^^^a^rch of 
its files on the above two persons who ar^b^n^co aside red for the 
John Marshall Bicentennial Commission . ^stated that the 

White House would be most appreciative if the Bureau could give these 
checks expeditious handling 0 She furnished the following background 
data on these individuals: 

Loyd Wright - Born December 24, 1602 
Can Jacintoi California 
Is a lawyer 

Pf^senily President of the American Bar Association 
Present address: 336 Hudson Avenue, Los Angeles, California 




Williamsburg, Virginia 


ACT1 ON: 


The files are being checked to determine what information, 
if any, is available, suitable for dissenination to the White House . 


4 

OHB:lw ■ 1 

( 6 ) ' 


< V 


' r //. 


jot. X. r. BOABMAM 


.1 ■ 


October $7, 

1955 


s- 

■V** 


c* 


j. ‘Mf wrar ' 

* • - • 

Qa 






. 1 T 

L(?rz? 


rarecr 


; i 

;.i 


1 


l 

I 


i*if«8wi to the Pi rector's notation on ueuerandum from 
Ur • Utoholc to Ur* Toloon dated 10/25/S5, files have boon reviewed 
on captioned individual, who to ono of the individuals to be oppetnted 
to the Commissi on on Severnusut Security. n 

/ a \tS , -— / 

w £e~fe fn in 2898 in Califor nia! received an SI.B degree 
from l the mf^¥sity of Sonthem California, 1915? woo admitted to thS? 9a% 
1915? has Since practiced lam tn California? and me President of t kO 
American Mr Aceocintten (ABA), 1954-1955* Mo hao boon attorney for 
numerous notion picture personalities, including George Baft, Shirley 

Temple, and Charlie Chaplin. t 

%*. ' - 

to investigation of Wright has been conducted. In 1949 Co ' 
Chairman cf the Ciptl Liberties Committee of the California State Ba ( \ /x 
he forwarded a conplaint to the Attorney General which alleged - 

treatment of a prisoner. We cheeked the allegation, which was net 
substantiated. 

An anonyuone source advised in 1947 that frtght^e name woo 
in the pooseosten ef thy Amerieau-Mueetan Institute (designated by the ' 
Attorney General). Bomver, Had significance ef this information in not • 


In 1946 fright introduced a resolution to exclude mom bare of 
the Motional Lempers Guild (cited by a Congreostenal Committee) from 
membership in the ABA^ In August, 1954, he announced that one of ABA *o 
campaign aims was the ouster from the Association Cf "fifth Amendment 
lawyers" and attorneys aligned with subversive organisations. In Mareh,1 
1955, he urged the creation of/tPiparttean federal court system by A A 

. 1 

_i 

v Mem, far year information. Separate memoranda ate being 
submitted cm the other individuals to be Oppetnted to this Commission* ' 

NOTE: Review limited to referencee up-tyrdate with 
August 6. 1955. summary. 




INDEXED/ 4) 


MSCtdJe (7) 

1 - Mr. Nichols 
1 - MrBoardmen 
1 - 1t< Belmont 
1 K follow (32-88472) 

1 -S^Uo^U.uA^ 


NOT 

3167 INOV JUlttl 



1955. V 





andum 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATIt 12/19/55 


Mr. Boardman 


COMMISSION ON 


OVERNMENT SECURITY 


ouse called stating that the 
of the Comral selected by the V 
HUTIse fiaa come up. He stated that 
I of Liaison that he was going to 


question of IrTvestlga 
Vice President and th 
he had mentioned to^j 
call me on this matte 


■■Instated that they were 'anxious to get the four persons 
named by tn^^^e President and the four named by the Speaker of the 
House Investigated and wondered whether we would honor the request 
over the signature of the afore-mentioned. 


Mr. l^oy^Vr^h^^the newly designste^ch^rman of the 
Commission, was in|HHHmH|^^outer office andfll|Vwas anxious to 
get a reply as quic^^^P^possible. It is recalJnc^uhat Mr. Wright 
had contacted Mr. Nichols on 12/15/55, requesting that the Bureau 
undertake a full field investigation immediately on all 12 members of 
the Commission on Government Security. Wright pointed out that some 
had already been investigated but he wanted their investigations 
brought up to date. 


Mr. Nichols in discussing the matter with Mr. Wright indicated 
that the Bureau would be glad to make any investigations if directed to 
do so by proper authority. 


After checking with Mr. Nichols, I calledJHHHH^Vand 
advised that we would be glad 'to conduct an inves tigatW^L^v/e did 
receive a letter from the Vice President and one from the Speaker of 
the House and 


>•* in accord with the White House's wishes. 

Ik *ted thaVtfcpp. White House desired they be investigated; 
noijwantto pa'ss upon any Senators or Congressmen who 
. to tnft JfcjKnission but they would be very happy to get 
aries proVTdW^it was not known that dopies of s ummar ies 
i to them. flHl^thought that investigations of the 
uld be conductea as it was in keeping with the spirit 
ion. He did not think the White House should pass upon 
L ualifications and, consequently, didn't want to put the White 
n a position of saying it had cleared all members of the 


SENT DIRE* 


'lorrrrv?, r+\zn r>* N\ 



$ 


Memorandum to Mr. Boardman Commission on Government Security 


ACTION TO BE TAKEN; 

, 1) Upon receipt of appropriate letters from the Vice 

President and Speaker of the House, appropriate investigation will 
be conducted. 


2) Summaries should be furnished to the Vice President 
and the Speaker of the House on their respective appointees. 


.3) It should not be made known to either the Speaker of 

I the House or th^V^ePresident but copies of summaries should be 
furnished so the White House will have the background 

on them. 


ac 


4) It is also believed that copies of summaries should 
be furnished to the Attorney General. 
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r AMIMD fOMM MO. 


Office Memorandum 


TO 


Mr. Ttil son 


• UNITED STATJIs ClOv 

:2/l 9/ 


DATE: 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


L. B, Nichols 


COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SEC UK IT Y 


/ «• 


X 




lollO'l | , 

Hwffln - i—< 
it'jiiO s*\ 
(***lmonr 

ft* 

A ._ 

I'*r < 

Rosn -Jd, 

T**m . _i_ 

r vuo r.‘ 

t inrrrroft 

I etc R <jo^i _ 

HollomaA fc 
(»*n4y . _ 


'Ar-' 


Loyd Wright called on the telephone on the late afternoon 
of 12/19/55. He* stated he was vers anxious to see the Director and 
wondered If there was any possibiiitv of getting to him, i told him the Director 
was out of the city, his return indefinite, and Mr. Wright then inquired ab >ut 
the possibility of getting th« Director on the telephone. J told him that this would 
be rather difficult as the Director was not at any place at all times. He then 
inquired whether he was not in the tropics on vAi atinn, I told him that he did 
touch base there but he was doing other thi-gn; that for example, J talked to him 
a short time ago and it would not be possible for me to talk to him again until 
tomor r ow. W right is leaving Washington at noon tomorrow. 


\ 


l! 


He then stated that he wanted to talk to the Director about securing 
lithe names of some of the finer agents who have left the Bureau and are now in 
K private practice whom Wright might contact in Los Angeles; that the deeper he got 
into this matter the more convinced he was that this Commission could not 
accomplish anything without former agents in the picture; that for our personal 
information he had had a long talk with former President Hoover who advised him 
strongly to use as many former agents as possible. He then asked if I might not 
inquire of the Director as to whether the Director had any former agents in mind 
to suggest. I told Loyd Wright that I would, of course, be glad to advise the 
Director of his call but that in view of the opposition which has been manifested 
by certain members of the Commission toward the FBI, we had concluded it 
would be improper for us-to either directly or indirectly have any further contact 
with t£e Cojpmpission on these matters. 

* X • £f . 

Wright stated that if that attitude persists then the Commission 
was going to have to g«t a new Chairman and 'wmtld have to do a lot of answering 
to the public because the job could not be done without the FBI and that h« thought 
that when he told me in confidence about one p^r,fpn that he was doing the proper 
thing! that he would hate to think that we woul4 arrive at a decision based upon that. 

- 


V 

\ 

V\ 




u 


cc - Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Rosen 


J.\!Tr 


i: T" n>- 

— *- -O 
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ORIGINAL COPY PILED IN 




12/19/55 


Memorandum for Mr. Tolson from L. B« Nichols 
RE: COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 


I told Mr. Wright that I wanted him to thoroughly aad clearly 
understand that we had no doubts so far as he personally was concerned; that 
our decision had been baaed on information coming to ns Independent of what he 
had said off the record^ that we were somewhat dumbfounded and that we had been 
in the business long enough to know that we certainly did not want to inject our selves 
into an area where we were not wanted; that we did not have to and we would not. 

He stated that this disturbed him and made it all the more urgent for him to talk 
to the Director personally as he wanted to dispel any erroneous ideas so far as 
where he stood. I told Mr. Wright that there were no erroswous ideas as to where 
hedood. I inquired whether I had not already made it unmistakably clear that our 
position was taken on a basis of independent information and was not directed toward 
him by any sense of the imagination. He stated that he hoped that there would 
.never be any question as to where he stood; that he wants to pay his respects to 
the Director, he wants to solicit the Directors aid and assistance to him as 
Chairman on a personal basis and wants to emphasise to the Director Was he needs 
rtiis helputhsl he malisei that he ifr en&tled/to it. Jj [) ' ' J (1 


^ tolanfm matTwouTd alfrike the Director of our Conversation but 
that I seriously doubted ifNhe'■Director would take any position other than nrnat I 
had already indicated to him. He then stated that he had taken up with the White 
House the matter of investigating the member* of the Commission and the White 
House was reluctant to ask fpr an investigation of the members of the Commission 
appointed by the Vice President and the Speaker and accordingly he had arranged 
for the Vice President and the Speaker to reques^ietoinvestignte their appointees 
QHethe^*tnte^ha^i!^«cretar^o^3WMrs.^|^m^m^who reside* at 

Bpand who iY employed at Ids office, 

Ill^West 7th Street, Los Angeles, would be working with him and he would like 
[for us to undertake an investigation of her. I told him that we would be glad to 
undertake the investigation. Before I could raise the issue of a letter, he stated 
that he would confirm this by letter; that he did not have a stenographer as yet and 
would need a few days to take care of these matters. I told him that in view of his 
personal request we would undertake the investigation with the understanding that 
he would confirm it with a letter at the earliest possible date, I have asked 
Mr. Rosen to undertake an applicant type investigation 


Jh-l, 

z-J^JLL yyri* 





Mr. ToIson^I 
Mr 

Mr. lioarclrruv 
«*! rnon^ 


UNITED STATES GOVER 


DATE 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


Mr. YVin.rrrowcl 

Tele. Room__ 

Mr. Holloman_ 

Mi&s Jjanch'_ 


1AC, LOS ANGELES (62-0) 


FROM 


SUBJECT 


LOYD WRIGHT, 
Information Concerning 


Recent news releases disclose that Mr. LOYD'flfRIGH’ 
has been named Chairman of a Governmental coimiissioh“Tnqulrt 
into Federal loyalty procedures and practices. For the \ 
Bureau's information, Mr. WRIGHT is a reputable Los Angeles 
attorney, who was President of the Amerloan Bar Association! 
last year. 


The following is additional pertinent background^® 
data concerning Mr. WRIGHT taken from a biography appearing/ 
l in Who's Who in America for the years 1952-1953* 

Mr. WRIGHT was born i n San Jacinto, California, on 
December 24, 1892. He received an LL.B. degree at" tHe Uni¬ 
versity of Southern California in 1915* in which year he was 
admitted to the California Bar. He has since practiced in 
Los Angeles. In 1921-1926 he was a lecturer at the University 
of Southern California School of Law. He is or has been a 
member of the Board of Directors of the following companies: 


Transworld Air Lines; 'fj 

U.S. Spring and Bumper Company; <*T 

Southern Pipe and Casing Company; •JK 

McClintock Manufacturing Company; 

Roscoe Moss Company; U 

Cohn-Goldwater Manufacturing Company; and fj 

•Cole of California, Inc. ^ 

Bpom 1917 to 1919 he served overseasBai First Lieutenant 
‘aptry, U.S. Army, in command He 

fxjrom the Command and General Staff School, Fort 
1 / fcansas, in January, 1943. [Bp tvemft an a? member 
ird of Appeals of the Attorney Generaiiir dohnection 



y 

,r v 1 

RECORDED-85. 6 JAN U 1958 




I 


LA 62-0 

Mr, WRIGHT has been Chairman of the California Horse 
Racing Board since 1944. He is a past member of the Board of 
Trustees of the University of Southern California and was 
President of the California State Bar in 1940-1941. He has 
been President of both the California State Bar and the Los 
Angeles Bar Associations, as well as past President of the 
Society of Independent Motion Picture Producers and the 
General Alumni Association of the University of Southern 
California. He is a member of the State Central Committee 
of the Republican Party and a member of thk Masonic Lodge. 

(There is no derogatory information concerning Mr. 
WRIGHT contained in the files of the Los Angeles Division. 
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date: April 5, 1956 


Mr. Tolson 


FROM 


Mason 


SUBJECT: 


Parsons 
Jtosen l 


called 


Winterrowd . 
Tele. Room 
Holloman _ 


morning to acme 
was to seeg 
Wright woulcnis^ 

Seth Richardsonlxr 
presented 

«iy shouRnSelnade public. 

hould give the testimony to Wright, 
as possible as to our feeling on the matter, 
wants the testimony for the use of the Commission, 

I have now finished reviewing the Di 
given in December of 1947 (exact date not known) a copy of which is attached. I 
| frankly can see no objection to their making the testimony public. 


■of the Civil Servipe Commission today and that 
[►for a copy of th^Director's testimony before the old I 
Lty Review Board several years ago. The matter was I 
since a que stion will a rise as to whether the Director's^ 

ejt_that^i f the testimony was public 
^ asked ufl to call him as 

isumes Wright^ 


On pages 95 and the top of 96, the Director clearly puts it up to the: 
Loyalty Review Board as to whether the identity of confidential informants should^ n 
be given and if it is the Board's wish, the Director will have Agents advise everyone ^ 
in advance that they must be ready to testify. v N 

On page 112. there is a colloquy with old Mrs. Perkins about ^ 

putting derogatory personal information in reports, which I think is not \ 

objectionable when it is remembered that under the Loyalty Program we operated / „* ► 
on a very narrow base. A t 


If approved, I will so far as we are concerned, we have \ 

no objection to releasing the testimon^^^lght, although the decision is that of | 
Civil Service as this testimony was given under the did Loyalty Review Board 

Prognun. A RECORDED 83 Stf* & 

Crfe. c»^o SI 20 APR 
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UNITED STA iS GOVERNMENT 
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SUBJECT: 


Mr. Tolson 


DATE: April 6, 1956 


L. B. Nic 






oison — 
oirdman _ 


With 

a conversation wii 




ence 
and Loy 



Tolson 
Nr 
BoJrdman 
Belmont 

Mason_ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons . 

Rosen_ 

Tamm_ 

Nease _ 

Winterrowd . 




_ ’all of yesterday regardingTeie. Room_ 

sire to secure the Director’ sJ^T 


JHa* 

i, 


testimony before the old Civil Servic^Loyalty Review Board, I wish to 
advise that I was unable to ge^HH^last evening. Li a conversation wit 
him this morning, I suggested since this involve^^golicyconsideration, 
we felt that the matter should be referrecMoflflJH|H^|pthen inquired 
whether we would interpose objection if^Mjj^Jstatedit was satisfactory. I 

Itold hin^hat we would not interpose objectmnj that this was a policy decision 
up to^m^and, of course, to the Civil Service Commission since the Director's 
testimony is a part of the records of the old Loyalty Review Board. 

The Director, in his memorandum of April 5, 1956, covering -j s 
his conversation with Loyd Wright, stated that he would like to have the testimony 
reviewed, which we have already done, and if there was no reason to the contrary, 
a copy should be sent to Wright. I assume that the Director's note on my 
memorandum of April 5 and your instructions of last evening now change the 
Director's request in his memorandum of April 5 and, accordingly, unless advised 
to the contrary, a communication is not being prepared for Wright transmitting 
the testimony. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE: 4/25/56 


Mr. Tolson 


To! *oo 

NirKftij 


L. B. Nichols 


FROM 


M*son 
Mohr _ 


Tamm _ 

Neise _ 

Vimrrrowd 
Tele. ftooir 


Messrs.^^^anc^^d^stopped in 
4/24/56, while I was out of the city and mentioned to| 
that they were inquiring as to the status of a statement on 


presehtL^ v 

idangers of the Communist Party as they understood Loyd- Wrlght 
had made a request for the same. I don't know whyflHjApersists in 
asking for such a statement as I told him on 4/16/56^nat I was unaware 
of any such request being made of the Bureau but that the Director did 
have a request pertaining to weaknesses and that this was presently in 
the process of being handled. This was subsequently sent to Wright. ^ 
'^1 will tell htny^are not doing. LBN 

^^^P&lso inquired as to the status of the Attorney General's 
ruling on the question of investigating members of the Commission already 
on whom no Investigation had been previously conducted. 

. >=. hi- this was a policy matter which had been referred t^bo 
■trr-ir • raj hu» that we had had no word back as yet from tl 


c - Mr. Boardman 
v Mr. Belmont 
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0-19 (11-22-55) 


S fare State Close, 

. Bankers Told j 

By S. Oliver Goodman 

Financial Editor 

HOT SPRINGS, Va.. June 8—America is closer to the welfare 
state than most cltijtfls realize, Washington bankers were told 
here today by Loyt^Wright, chairman of the CoT ttmfenloH on 

Government SeNUpavr j -*- 

On every hand, Wright said, I 
people are aligning themselves 
into factions and pressure 
groups “for the purpose of 


% 


currying spe¬ 
cial favor at 
the hands of 
the Govern¬ 
ment.’’ 

Political cam¬ 
paigns, he add¬ 
ed, have been 
c h a racterized 
by class ap¬ 
peals to the 
selfish inter¬ 
ests of a class. 
He cited the 



Wright 


farmers, labor unions, war vet-! 
erarrs and certain industries 
and businesses as "seeking pro-1 
tection from the necessity of! 
proving their worth at the mar¬ 
ket place. The quest for secu¬ 
rity has replaced the search for 
opportunity;” 

Wright spoke a't the second 
the 38th convention of. 
the D. C. Bankers Association 
in the Homestead. 

High Time to Take Bearing 
Asserting that two world 
wars and the financial collapse 
of 1929 may have justified des¬ 
perate measures, Wright em¬ 
phasized it is high time that 
we took our bearings “to de¬ 
termine where we departed 
from the road laid down by 
the constitution and the tradi¬ 
tions of traditional liberty."), f 
Only history pan tell, he said, 
whether we were justified in 
submitting so much to a -cen¬ 
tralized government because 
of expediency. “I think we com¬ 
mit a tragic blunder in doing 
so,” he said.- v • 

Wright also pointed' out 
"other frightening signs of the 
lethargy of the American peo¬ 
ple in relation to their Gov¬ 
ernment.” 

He criticized the tendency to 
follow the demagogue in his 1 
promises of Utopia and the low 
interest in voting. This results, 

noungements.” I 
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- Another disturbin g aI^ii, fre 
said, is the fact that Congress 
has found it necessary to create 
a "Commission on Government 
Security.” Wright, immediate 
past president of the American 
Bar Association, was appointed 
chairman of this commission 
last November. . 

I bile. Confidence Needed 
'Our republic,” Judge Ba|- 
n said/"will survive so long 
as—and only so long as—the 
public has confidence in and re¬ 
spect for our courts, the bar 
and administration of justice. 

"We tell the world that ours 
is a government of laws, not of 
men. The curious part of all 
this is that, while the citizens 
have a fair understanding of 
their responsibilities in our 
democracy with respect to the 
executive and 1 e g 1 s 1 a t ive 
branches, the average citizen 
thinks of the administration of 
justice as solely the concern of 
lawyers and judges. 

“We must concede that man- 1 
made law is not and never will 
be perfect or static. Such law 
must grow and expand with the 
times. To attain that proper 
growth and expansion is every¬ 
body’s business, not alone that 
of the judges and lawyers.” 

Judge Bastian also empha¬ 
sized the average citizen's duty, 
when called upon, to serve as a 
juror, a witness, or In the re- 
j habilitation of probationers and 
parolees. Cooperation of citi¬ 
zens also is needed, he said in 
combating juvenile delin- 
quenfcy. 

One Sad Note 

' A sad note at the bankers 
convention was the absence of 
85-year-old Albert S. Getley, 
treasurer of the D. C. Bankers 
Association since 1913. This 
marks only the second time in 
38 years that Gatley has failed 
to read his meticulous report of 
the association’s finances. Gat¬ 
ley was reported in ill health. 

In his absence, the financial 
ireport was read by Frank A. 
Gunther, second vice president 
of the association. , 
Presiding at today's session 
was flaniel J. Callahan Jr., who 
is slated to become president 
of the association. He is first 
vice president this year. 

The convention will wind up 
on Satur4ay with election and 
instilation of new officers, elec¬ 
tion. of a council of administra¬ 
tion, and an address by Fred F. 
Florence, president of Ameri¬ 
can Bankers Association. 

Also on the closing business 
session are the adoption of re¬ 
solutions, award of golf an4 
other sports prizes, and Va€ 
annua^family" han niw. 
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LOYD WRIGHT 


All !’!FCnM*T!0N CC?' T MMED 

is unclassified__ _ 

DATE J:X' ft£.. .DY.4f5fe 
Tfaitrjsv'* 



‘COMMISSION ON ^GOVERNMENT SECURITY 


Loyd Wright was the main speaker at the Annual Banquet 
of the American Society for Industrial Security at the 
Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C., on the evening of 
October 30, 1957. His address (attached), "Securing America's 
Productive Strength," in effect was a description of certain aspects 
of the work of the Commission on Government Security, particularly 
as it related to industrial security, and a plea for members of the 
Society to put pressure on Congress to see that the recommendations 
of the Commission were accepted. At the end of his talk, Mr. Wrighi 
departed from the script and forcefully declared that the menace of 
world communism and Soviet Russia has increased, rather than 
decreased, and that the American people had better wake up to this! 

Subsequent to the banquet, I chatted with Mr. Wright. He 
commented that anyone who took Attorney General Brownell’s place 
would be in f or tough sleddin g for the next three years and that I 
while he likecflllHm^Phe was, in effect, a boy trying to do a vj 
man's job and wouTcna^mder a real disadvantage as he will have A 
lost the head of his Criminal Division and the head of his Internal 
Security Division. Wright felt there was a need for a strong, 
mature man to head the Department of Justice; a man who could go ' 
out to the various parts of the country and insist on securing highly^ 
competent attorneys to head the various United States Attorneys' ^ 
offices—if necessary, on a sacrifice basis as public-spirited 
citizens. 

Wright apparently has respect and regard for the Bureau, 



ele. Room_ 

Holloman_ 




\ 


I, 




although he did say, in pas 
while Director Hoover an 
work of the Commission, they did not 
which he would have likecLp 

EX-131 


CLOSURE 


g the work of the Commission, 
apparently agreed wijfiHhe) 
rd him the assistance jq 

-)3 


\ 


o 

o 

a 
. j 


V 


, ^ Mr. Boardman 

291957 




*/“ 




Memorandum to Mr. Boardman from Mr. Belmont 
Re: Loyd Wright 

Commission on Government Security 


no 



Mr. Wright was very outspoken concerningthe need tc 
preserve securitj^^WhU^i^was chatting with^| 
of th^AirForce^HBBBBH^ind me, he goti^^WlisCussion 
witJfmHHHBdS^ne^earsoReaks, apparently referring to the 
publi^tatemenfs he (Wright) had made to the Moss Committee 
and the suit whicl^earson has instituted against him. He 
arranged witlflm^HKfor a meeting with Secretary of 
Defense McElro^iexOveek, in order to get the Department of 
Defense back of him, as he intends to take a strong stand, publicly 
testifvin^before a Senate Judiciary Committee if necessary. 
■HHHV mentioned to me later that the Attorney General had made 
l availabl^o Loyd Wright. Justice Department files showing details 
frf Department of Defense inve stigation ol L leaks by Pearson and that 
these files showed the Department had been p repared to go ahead— 
witn (jrana jury action against Pearson, but appare ntly the 
Attorney General backed downT MlMpsaiH Wright is taking the 
position that he will publicly testif^oncerning these matters and 
will dare the Department to do something about it, on the basis 
that if they wouldn’t prosecute Pearson, they can’t prosecute 
him either. 
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Is Sued by 
Pearson 


Columnist Drew Fean 
filed a $352,000 libeL^ult yi 
teirday against Loytf*wrlg l 
chairman of the TJomnilssi 

former president of the Ami 
lean Bar Association. 

The suit was 'riled In Dfatr) 
Court through Attorney Jol 


Donovan. It contended Wright 
defamed Pearson in a letter 
and later in a press release. 

The complaint stated that 
the letter Was written by 
Wright to Rep. John aE*. Moss 
(D-Calif.) on June 2*/ Moss Is 


emroent Information Subcom¬ 
mittee. The press release was 
issued by Wright July 1 in 
connection with the , report 
rendered by the Wright Com¬ 
mission, the suit said. 

The Wright Commlssfqn 
called for an -overhaul of ttye 
Nation’s loyalty-security pro$ 
grams and also proposed legis¬ 
lation to make it a crime for 
a personal knowingly to pass 
on classified infortnatlon. The 
measurd .would apply to news¬ 
papermen as well as GaiifiCk 
rflT’iit affil iate and others. 


Wash. Post and A 
Times Herald 

Wash. News _ 

Wash. Star- 

N. Y. Herald _ 

Tribune 

N. Y. Journal-- 

American 

N. Y. Mirror- 

N. Y. Daily News 

N. Y. Times - 

Daily Worker- 

The Worker- 
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BJECT 

Yesteruay^^^^^^^^^pauvii>edina^we^houlJ be most 
cautious in any dealingswemighWTaYe withSimBHHfe who was 
a C onsultan t to the Commission on Govern men^ecurity^tte stated 
thatfl^^Hfcis from Visalia, California, and is a lawyer who is 
conriWie^with the California Subversive Actiydie^Committee and may tx 
a Bureau contact. fl^^Mstated he considerto be unreliable an£ 
unethical and belie^^^re should inform our SACs^^be carefuWi^ny ™ 
dealings they might have with him. Rotated orv occasiorflflHH^V 1 
complained to Loyd Wright coneerning^^^^and he was no^hereaner c 
back as a Consultant. He further advised confidentially that Loyd Wright 
l. is shipping a good bit of hi^material from his files here at the Commission 
fon Government Security tc^HjHV I asked Tracy for further elaboration 
and he did not indicate a willingness to furnish it but stated he planned to 
come in before long to see the Director and furnish him some information 

I regarding Pearson s suit against Loyd bright and would also furnish 
information regardTnd^^Hktt 


A revie w of our files reflects that at the request of 

the Commission oi^ov^rnment Security we conducted an 
applicant-type investigation concerninM^^^^whict^a^urnishecK^he^ 
Commission on May 17, 1956. 


RECOMMENDATION 


jteshould consider furnishing this information to our California 
Subsequently furnishes more specific information as to why he 
s man unreliable and unethical. . , 


offices if | 

considers 


cc-Mr. L. B. Nichols 
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The American Society forJLndustri^^^curUy is — p . LwA 

holding its Convention here in Cctober.~^|Hm^^Phs in — 

charge of the speakgr^Drogram. He statedther^vas considerable 1/7 rj 
agitatioi^c^iavefl^^H^as a speaker. He stated that he, together with vy 

oithe Department of Defense, who used to be a " 

! Bureau Agent, definitel^puMhe veto on this and made it stick. I asked him 
j who was pushing stated there were a lot of uninformed 

people in the Society made some sort of impression when 

he appeared before the fo^^^^^^its Society in New Orleans last year 
and some of them thought was all right^H^stated, however, that 

those people such as himsel^vm^are aware ofim|^^^background are 
straightening the others out quickly. Hq^named off several individuals who 
would be speakers, among whonw^Loyd^Wli^l^) w ^° will be the main speaker 
and an individual b v the name of^BBHBfintheDepartment of Defense. 

American CmwIuDerties Union. 
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January 7, 19S8 


far Minn T olson, B omta u, biIbmIi Hum 


institution, be had also Indicated hia contempt lor Federal judges whose 
decleloos were along Ideological lines and actually have little seaport in 
law. Be stated that he was being criticised by the courts and also by certain 
leftwing groups who are supporting such decisions. 1 told Mr. Wright it was 
a fact that whenever a person stands op tor somethiag 100% American, he 
is always subject to attacks by libs pseudo liberals. Mr. Wright stated that 
after thirty years of trying to help the courts, he fall vary keenly that they 
have let us down terrifically in these sixteen or seventeen cases where the 
decisions have little support in the law. 

I told Mr. Wright there are two schools of thought with regard 
to the leveling of criticism against the courts; that, in fact, the Attorney 
General had recently stated he did not feel It was hie right to criticise the 
courts. However, 1 stated that no element of the Government should be so 
sacrosanct that under our form of democracy it could not be subject to 
scrutiny and honest criticism. 

Mr. Wright concluded by stating that he would like to come in 
and see me when he gets back to Washington. 1 told him that 1, of course, 
would be happy to see him whenever that was possible. 



John Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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Miss Gandy. 


January 7, 1958 

o 

MR. LOYD WRIGHT tele thru 
secretary and operator in Los 
Angeles, California, for the 
Director. When advised of the 
Director's absence from the office, 

Mr. Wright declined to speak with 
an assistant and asked that the Director 
return his call. The secretary was advised that Mr. 
Wright's message would be given to the Director. 

Mr. Wright can be reached through operator 421 in Los 
Angeles, California, and his number is MAdison 
6-1291. 
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MR. TOLSON: 
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led me this morning indicating 
that he had receiVftJWPflM Lloyd-Wright a 130 page pre-trial 
deposition of Pearson andHHH|^ which w as m ade in connection with the 
libel suit Pearson has file^agamM Wright. 

} interesting data contained therein and that the 
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(|stated it had some very 
hi^FBI is mentioned in several 


j places and there is a discussion on thel 


'"bugging. " 




He stated he would make this available to us if we desire to 
Photostat it, in order that the original could be returned to him promptly. 
He thought it was something we should have in our possession. 

I am having this document picked up. A Photostat will be 
\ made and it will be reviewed promptly for items of pertinent interest. 
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LOYO WRIGHT 
RICHARD M.OOLDWATER 
S EARL WRIGHT 
LOYD WRIGHT. JR- 
CLAYTON M. HURLEY 
DUDLEY K.WRIGHT 
EDGAR R.CARVER.JR. 
DONALD W. KILLIAN, JR. 
ANDREW J. DAVIS 
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January 7, 1959. 



Honorable J. Edgar Hoover, 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Boss:- 


I have accepted a speaking engagement in San Joaquin Valley 
on the title of "ARE CRIMINALS PRIVILEGED PERSONS?" 

I thought I might be able to accomplish something towards | {3 

awakening the people in the Valley to the silly attitude of 
treating felons who commit premeditated crimes and others who (j 
seem likely to be so easily sprung from proper punishment 
for their evil deeds, in an area where not only are the 
Judges exceedingly lax but where the attitude towards law 
enforcement is considerably less than you and I would like to 
see it. y 

Not long ago I read of one of your excellent speeches caution¬ 
ing the people about being too soft on criminals, and I wonder 
if it would be an imposition to ask if you have any information 
that you would care to let me have, and statistics in any speech 
or report, so that in the hope - I trust it is not a vain hope - 
I may be able to be of assistance to the fine people in the law 
]enforcement end of our government at all levels. 

/ 

With kindest personal regards, I am. 


LW/AG 



REC-69 , 


8 JAN 14 19S9 



P. S. My speaking date is set for January 21st. 


L.W. 
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Mr. Loyd Wrigh t 
bright, W right, Gold water and V right 
Suite 1125 

One Eleven West Seventh Building 
Los Angeles 14, California 


Dear Mr. Wright: 

Your letter of January 7, 195b, has been received 
and it was good of you to write me concerning your forthcoming 
speaking engagement. 
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In accordance with your request, I am sending along 
some material which I thought you would like to see. I trust it will 
be of assistance to you in the preparation of your remarks. You 
have my very best wishes for a most successful appearance. 
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Enclosures (7) 

Dangerous Freedom 
The Law and the Layman 
The Challenges of Crime Control 
Introduction, LEB 6/58 
Introduction, LEB 4/58 
Annual UCR, 1957 
Special Issue UCR, 1958 

NOTE: Bufiles reflect cordial relations with Mr. Wright 
Director on January 7, 1958. 
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date: 5-8-62 


17 c 

blf 


TjOlson_ 

i5elmont _ 

^Mohr_ 

Callahan_ 

Conrad 
D a L oa ch 

Evans _ 

Malone_ 

Rosen _ 

Sullivan _ 

Tavel _ 

Trotter _ 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes _ 

Gandy _ 


subject: 




TELEPHONE CALL TO 
DIRECTOR’S OFFICE 5-8-62 


- <•-' ccwa'aned 

i? 

jfrfii "Mss*n* 


< ^ s //f3 


telephoned for the Director on 5-8^2^He 
of the Director 1 s aDsence and wa^eferred to Special Agent^ 
the Crime Research Section. HHm^said he is a paid employee of the cam- 
paign committee for LoycKvrighf, who is a candidate for the Republican nomination 
for United States Senator trom California. H^ai^Mr^tonaft^eagan is state 
r campaign chairman for Wright. According toflH^HHHHHHps attempting 
to discredit Wright through a smear campaignrnrecte^nteaganaria other supporters 
*of Wright. 

!• il ♦ *'• \ .'•!« < 

wanted the Director to restate complimentary rem arks he h ad 
made about Reagan in the past, which he did not identify in order to offset 
campaign. Ctelu'd 

CHECK OF BUREAU FILES: 

J fm bn* 

File check was limited to a search of abstracts in the interest of time. 
Reagan has been very friendly with the Bureau in the past and has been of assistance 
to our Agents in Los Angeles. He has the reputation of being a member of the anti¬ 
communist group in the movie industry. He appeared as a friendly witness before 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities in October, 1947. He is presently 
affiliated with "GE Theater" on teleyl.^inn^iai-mofit recently nrodureri a twn-oart nrn- 
gram concerning the activities o 
Los Angeles Office. 

H of course, is well known to the Bureau as the man behind the 
ild. He is an extremist, a hate-monger and has previously 
f attacked the Director alleging softness on communism. 


advised 
of 


telephoned for the Director in October, 
Lme Research Section. On that occasion 


Bufiles show tha 

1961, and was referred to an Agent in tne crime Research Section. On that occasio 
he extended an invitation to the Director to address a sessiotijOf ^.school on anti¬ 
communism witiyghiclUi^wasaf filiated. He extended this invitation on the recom- 
mendag^ ^|^H^^|H^^^(former Special Ag ent)^Tha^Directo r declined the 

Enclosurei. ... a. AO \ . r I \ ^ L 

. V ta MAY 10 <982/- 

1 - Mr. DpLriach EX-135 Si 

GGL:dgs (3) 



Jones to DeLoach memo 
RE: 


W 

lie 


invitation by letter dated October 11, 1961. Bnfiles show that 
of the Board of Advisors and faculty of Project Alert, the schoa 
in Southern California. 




is a member 
iticommunism 


A news item in April, 1962, showed that Project Alert had lost almost 
$20,000 despite receipts of more than $100,000. Activities of Project Alert in Los 
Angeles resulted in difficulties with the city authorities since they had made a 
television appeal for funds without proper city clearance and had refused to furnish 
information on how the funds would be spent. This information was later furnished. 



in 1949. 

Concerning the former complimentary remarks about Reagan to which 
referred, the Director sent a letter to Mr. Reagan dated August 31, 1960, 
fterTteagan had talked to Mr. DeLoach concerning a television program on ’’Communist 
Target--Youth." This was a friendly, respectful reply to an apparent sincere desire 
to use television as a means of combating communism. 

ACTION TAKEN: 



ladvised^^^^that his call would certainly be brought to the 
Director’s attention, but that a^Hnatter of long-standing policy, the Director does 
not inject the FBI into political matters. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


That the attached letter be sent to 






/ 
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: 


GekimnisfS^f 
Libel Suit |)l | 
dismissed 

. > r 

- ’ * t V 

The second half of a $3%- 
000 tiibel suit brought by cbl- 
timni^ Drew Pearson against 
Lloycmright, chairman of the 
riovV delhnct President's Com¬ 
mission on Government Secu¬ 
rity, was /dismissed by Dis¬ 
trict Court Judge Richmond 
B. Keecfa yesterday. 

"Keech ruled that any hopes 
Pearson had of collecting dam¬ 
ages were removed by the Su¬ 
preme Court last Jun6 When 
it ruled that press Releases 
made by Government officials 
in line with their duties are 
privileged against libel suits. 

. Pearson had claimed that 
Wright libeled him in a press 
release in which Wright had 
defended hii Commission's 
recommendations for more 
stringent laws dealing with the 
publication of classified mili¬ 
tary information. 

He had also claimed that 
he was libeled in « letter 
which Wright wrote to Rep. 
John E. Most (D-Calif.). Both 
the letter and release were 
written In late June, 1957. 

The part of the suit relating 
to the letter was disposed of 
by Judge Alexander Holtzoff 
In November, 1957, on the 
grounds that it was complete¬ 
ly within Wright’s governmen¬ 
tal ^duties and, therefore, ab¬ 
solutely privileged. 

But Hdltsoff held that the 
issnianca of press releases was 
Outside of Wright’s duties and 
not privileged. The Judge bad 
fiufed similarly in a previous 
tfii^and been upheld by the 
United States Court of Ap¬ 
peals. But that decision was 
reversed by the Supreine 
Court last June. _ 

Wright, a former president 
of the American Bar Associa- 
1 tlon and a Los Angeles lawyer, 
f was represented by attorney 
R ug a e B a b b. John T>nnnvan 
represented Pearson. 



The Washington Post and 
Times Herald 
The Washington Dally News 

The Evening star_ 

New York Herald Tribune_ 

New York Journal-American 

New York Mirror_ 

New York Dally News_ 

New York Post_ 

The New York Times_ 

The Worker_ 

The New Leader__ 

The Wall Street Journal_. 

Date___ 
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KEC'D-HEADING ROOM 
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DO-6 

OF^ICEU*-’ director 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


I mr^'t,4i/Son 
MR. BELMOnV 
MR. MOHR _ 


1:38PM 


0 


January 11, 1963 


Mr. LOYD WRIGHT telephoned 
through operator and secretary 
from Los Angeles, California 
for the Director. He was advised 
of the Director's absence and 
at his request, was referred to 
Mr. Wick. 


MR. CASPER _ 

MR. CALLAHAN 



MR. EVANS 
MR. GALE . 


MR. ROSEN _ 

MR. SULLIVAN 

MR. TAVEL _ 

MR. TROTTER . 

MR. JONES _ 

TELE. ROOM _ 


Mr. Wright was calling to be sure 
that the Director received the 
wire he sent in this morning 
concerning the American Bar Fellows m 
in New Orleans next month. 


MISS HOLMES 


MRS. METCALF 


MISS GAN 



Mr. Wick advised Mr. Wright that the Director did 
receive the wire and that he would receive a 
reply; however, as the Director previously told 
him, he would not be able to attend the meeting. 


jlw 


I w , JL 

NOT ;{ECORDED~~’ 
JAN 17 1962 
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Memorandum 

to : MR. FELT/^ 

FROM : H. L. EDWARDS/[V 


date: September 2, 1965 


Tolson- 

Bclrrruni- 

Mohr- 

DcLooch - 

Casper- 

Callahan_ 

Conrad- 

Tell - 

Cal*- 

Rosen — 

Sullivan - 

Tovcl- 

TroUcr- 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes- 

Gond>~ 


subject.- AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION STANDING 

/ COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AGAINST COMMUNISM 

/s 

r ■ CRITICISM^? TEACHER TRAINING SYLLABUS 
/ BY LOYD WRIGHT 


As a member of the ABA Standing Committee on Education Against Communism" 
I received-injtheunail the, attached copy of a letter dated August 20. 1965. addressed to 


rom Loyd 


Wright of Los Angeles, former President oi me American Bar Association and currently ' 
a California Delegate to its House of Delegates. Wright, it will be recalled, headed up y. 
i 'Jr the Special Commission on Government Security in the 1950s and the Bureau had 
ij considerable difficulty with him during that special assignment. Other references in 
W Bmje^^les label Wright as extremely conservative, partisan, and dictatorial. u 

^^^^^^^^Lsweincnowi^n Bureau files primarily because of correspondence from 

ppin which she raised a number of questions concerning 
cerrairwiDeranndivxaual^and organizations particularly in the Atlanta area. It appears^ 
that the husbancfjiad the^itle of Post Researcher for the American Legion Post in g 

Atlanta. The Nichols are undoubtedly ultraconservatives. 3 

* 

Loyd Wright's letter is'a three-page typewritten criticism of the recently £ 
published Teacher Training Syllabus, "Democracy Confronts Communism in World B 
Affairs," which was prepared by the Institute of International Studies, University of g 
South Carolina, under contract with the Standing Committee on Education Against 
Communism and after meticulous review and approval by the committee this syllabus 
was published as a "Suggested Syllabus, Bibliography, and Guides for Teacher Training: 
Institutes, Workshops and Seminars" on the contrast between communism and democracy. 

The Bureau has previously been advised that Loyd Wright obj ected to certain 
portions of this syllabus during the recent annual meeting of the American Bar Association 
at Miami Beach. The gist of Wright’s criticisms were: (1) that the preface did not 
sufficiently emphasize the "democratic way of life," but stressed the dangers and 
menace of communism; (2) that the syllabus still contained some references which Wright 
characterized as "Fabian Socialist preachment”; and (3) that the bibliography was mis¬ 
leading because it contained such writings as those of Rostow and the Overstreets. The 


Enclosures' •’ 

1 - Mr. Deloach 
1 - Mr. Sullivan " ' 
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Memorandum to iva'. Felt 

He: ABA standing Committee on Education Against Communism 

committee, on getting advance notice of Wright 1 s feelings, invited him to participate 
in a full discussion of his criticisms with the entire committee. The result of this 
discussion was that Wright agreed he would be satisfied if the committee added an 
amendment to the preface which would place additional stress on the equal importance 
of a thorough understanding and teaching of democracy in any course and further if 
there was an additional caution inserted to stress the fact that the bibliography is 
intended to bo balanced rather than a one-sided list of reference works. The committee 
agreed and has already taken steps to fulfill its promises. Wright even refers to this 
in the last paragraph of his letter and states that if the committee fulfills its expressed 
promises a^^uatelv he "will not personally make further fights against" the syllabus, 
but he tellsflHHpfin the letter "there is no reason whatever why any one else should 
hesitate to spea^orthrightly and sincerely, but not in carping criticism, and expose it 
for what it is — a lot of trash that in the last analysis is a help and not a deterrent to 
the Socialists." 


b7c 


It is impossible to fathom what Wright’s state of mind must be. I was present 


in the committee meeting. He was given full opportunity to speak his piece and he 
kb certainly wasn't shy about it. I heard the agreement reached and it appeared to com¬ 
pletely end the matter. The only conclusion I can reach is that Wright must be in 
"someone else's pocket" and having gone back home he has been importuned by some 


of the 



r other ultra-right groups to again open this issue. 


The fact of the matter is that his criticisms were substantially without basis 
and the committee was leaning over backwards in trying (unsuccessfully it now appears) 
to appease him. 


This Teacher Training Syllabus is an excellent pr oduct. It is not soft on 
communism. It does not make any apologies'loirFaBian socialism. It clearly states 
in its preface that any proper course in communism in schools, colleges or universities 
must consist of instruction on the contrast between communism and liberty under law. 

It quotes the director in the preface as stating: "A free society depends for Ls vitality 
and strength upon tha vigor and patriotism of its individual citizens. Knowledge of 
Communism - the challenge of our age - and an appreciation of our American heritage 
will enable us to discipline ourselves for the hard decisions, the responsible judgments, 
the dedication, and the sacrifices which will have to be mace to insure the continued 
existence of our nation and the perpetuation of freedom itself." It further continues, 
"Moreover, since considerations of time and budget made impossible the preparation 
of an encyclopedia on all aspects of the contrast between communi . and our way of life, 
the commIh.ee recommends that, where feasible, this syllabus be used in conjunction 
with ... 'Sources of Our Liberties.'" (Refers to a compendium of subject prepared 
by the ABA Committee on American Citizenship.') 


2 


SEE NEXT PAGE 


Memorandum to Mr. Felt 

ABA Standing Committee on Education Against Communism 


The very first part of the syllabus text is entitled, "Democracy and Communism 
The Challenge of Contrasting Alterrates." 

The bibliography lists 328 separate works including both of the Directors 
books as well as the Director’s "best seller" reprint from the Harvard Business Review 
"The U. S. Businessman Faces the Soviet Spy." Certainly the bibliography must refer 
the reader to works which communists would cite if they were debating the topic because 
the teacher should by all means be aware of the enemy's tools. 


The syllabus was carefully reviewed by the Domestic Intelligence Division and 
all recommended revisions, clarifications and amendments were incorporated therein. 

A letter dated 8/24/65 from Committee Chairman Morris I. Leioman addressed 
to past President of the ABA LewisH?^Powell^Jr^b-iicates that Leibman has 
authorized committee mend- :;flmm^and L. B. Nichols to make their 
recommendations on what, A anytning^^^^on^oncerning Wright’s letter. 

L. B. Nichols is the committee member who has largely represented the committee in 
negotiations with Wright in the past because of his acquaintance with him and Bureau 
files also refle ct that L. B. N ichols has had some cont roversial corr espondence with 

rin the past concerning theP 



RE COMMENDATION 


That this memorandum and the attached letter from Wright be referred to 
the Domestic InteAigence Division for any views it might have concerning Wright’s 
criticisms. Any such views submitted, after approval, can be made available to me 
for appropriate handling with the ABA committee. 
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UNITED STATES CON . ANMENT 

Memorandum 


Cullohon 
Con:>J _ 


Mr. A. K. Belmont 


September 8, IS 65 


DATE 


W. C. Sullivan 


Tele. Room 
Holmes - 


FROM 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION STANDING 
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AGAINST COMMUNISM: 
CRITICISM-pF TEACHER TRAINING SYLLABUS 

by loyd Wrigh t _ 


SUBJECT 


Memo, Mr. H. L. Edwards to Mr. Felt, 9/2/65, captioneoas above, 
requested the views of the Domestic Intelligence Division concerning Loyd Wright's 
criticism of a recently published Teacher Training Syllabus prepared under the 
auspices of the American Bar Association Standing Committee on Education Against 
Communism. Wright is a past.president of the American Bar Association and is 
now a California delegate to its House of Delegates. Among other carping 
criticisms, Wright characterizes the syllabus as'h lot of trash. " 


- The syllabus shows the contrast between communism and democracy. ! 
preface quotes the Director and its bibliography includes "Masters of Deceit" and 
"A Study of Communism," as well as the Director's article, "The U. S. Business 
Faces the Soviet Spy." Nowhere is there a more devastating condemnation of 
communism and a more eloquent defense of democracy than in the Director's 
writings. 


Bufiles indicate that Wright is an extremely conservative, partisan, g 

dictatorial, and difficult individual.. He appears to be running true to form in 3 

his petty . riticism of the syllabus. Because of his extremist outlook and attitude, he° 
is not qualified, t&jDciss critical judgment on this doctlrn^'t7 _ ahaTt , 'is"'quite obvious 
that' he does not know what he’is talking about. I firmly believe that WrighUs.unfounded 
criticism should be ignored and that no time should be wasted jin trying;-to appease him. 

_ •/. U-Z'l - *•. 


RECOMMENDATION 


That this memorandum be referred to;jfcfrq;gnspecli&n Division for appropriate 


handling 


1 - Mr. Sullivan ^ 


1 - Mr. Belmon: 
1 - Mr. Felt 



Freedom oflnformation 

and 

Privacy Acts 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 




r LOYD WRIfcHT, SPI, COKMDSSIMI OH Q0TOR1HEKT SgCtRITT. 

* . » * 

Vie* President requests investigation of Wright ^ 

•h. .Who is nsnher of shove ecaradsaloa. Blographloal dots , 

. ,r v|ontalzked in current issue of "Who** Who*" Zn addition* / / / 

k bright was president of Aneriosn Bar Association last pear. 

. 

i;y.< . Conduot thorou^i investigation as to oharacter, 

t •, . loyalty* reputation* associates and ability of Wright* 

• accounting far his entire adult life Including education* 
f.,4**ploy*ent and any periods of unsaployaent. Ascertain 
v y, t>|aad report identity and current address of all lmadlats 
'relativea and nake appropriate checks eonoeming eaoh* 

??;• -^iSet out necessary leads by air tel and Bureau mat be 
• 'advised by alrtel of sane. Advise persons Interviewed 

that investigation was requested by the Vice Preeident in 
/'ooanectlon with Wright’s appointment as amber of Coesalaoion 
on Ooveri—t Security. Assign ease 1—sadistely* afford 
continuous attention and eursp to roaoh Bureau no Is tar 
yjk than 1/19/56. 

Wr HOOVBR 


on Plaid 


ROTE 


Request received 1/4/56, by letter dated 12/30/55 
from Vice President Nixon. , / 
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Office 'M.emorandum • united states government 


TO 


FROM 


rtJBJBCT: 



Mr. Nichols 

r 

/ 

"THlffLAV 


DATBt January 6, 



I 


LAWYER'S RESPONSIBILITY 
AN^ i HE FIFTH AMENDMENT" ' - 
Article b y LOYlAvRIGHT. C hairman. 
Commission on Government Security 
"Nebraska Law Review, " May, 1955 

SYNOPSIS 


Wright prominent Los Angeles attorney and former President, 

American Bar Association. Bureau's relations with Wright cordial. Wright, in 
article, asserts that Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination presently 
not clearly understood. Some individuals, Wright says, feel that very act of claim¬ 
ing privilege is conclusive proof of guilt. Others believe nothing whatsoever can be . / 
inferred from invoking privilege. Wright asserts basic purpose behind privilege*T®^*^ 
protection of the innocent. Such protection prevents invasions of privacy of citizens 
and also protects innocent from coercive measures of overzealous law enforcement 
officers. Says that despite his conviction that Americans treat their law enforcement 
agencies disgracefully in respect to pay and support of good work, he feels Fifth 
Amendment privilege is a protection against a police state. Wright states that this 
privilege handicapa^the nation in struggle against communist infiltration, "but unless 
we are to lose the fight by the very act of preparing to fight, we must stand by our 
ancient liberties and resist the temptation to adopt the communist's principles in 
an attempt to combat those principles more effectively." Wright, believes, therefore, 
that Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination ^hould be maintained. 

This does not mean, however, that privilege should be abused. Just because required 
disclosures will embarrass witness, impair his social standing or even cost his job, 
is not enough to entitle him legally to refuse an answer. Moreover, witness not 
justified in refusing to furnish information about friends and associates. Wright 
asserts " the role of the informer is a repugnant one, " but claims that citizens should 
cooperate in furnishing data to Government. Says probably unwise in ordinary times 
for Government to inquire'into an individual's political theories, "but these are not 
ordinary times." Wright also discusses ca/ses whgre anincliVidjial may legitimately 
claim Fifth Amendment. Says that whatever the motivation, the invoking of 
Fifth Amendment reflects no credit upon the witness. Also discusses problems 
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Memorandum to Mr. Nichols January 6, 1956 


confronting an employer when he learns that an employee has claimed privilege 
against self-incrimination. In summary, Wright feels this privilege, properly 
construed and limited, does not so hamper our efforts to preserve our way of 
life that it must be sacrificed or abandoned. "The danger lies rather in the 
intentional misuse and the inadvertent extension of the privilege to mask attempts 
to destroy the government. " 

RECOMMENDATION: 



- la - 



Memorandum to Mr. Nichols 


January 6, 1956 


PURPOSE: 


DETAILS 


To summarize the above-captioned article. It is noted 
that Mr. Wright is Chairman of the newly created Commission on 
Government Security, which will investigate the operations of the 
Government's Security Program. ^ 

BIOGRAPHICAL DATA : ^ 0 y r \C h r --/ 

Bureau files reflect that Wright is a prominent Los 
Angeles attorney who has served as President of the American Bar 
Association. He was born December 24, 1892, at San Jacinto, Cali¬ 
fornia, and received an LL.B. degree from the University of Southern 
California in 1915. During World War II he was a member of the 
Board of Appeals of the Attorney General of the United States in con¬ 
nection with enemy alien hearings. He has served as attorney for such 
motion picture stars as Marlene Dietrich, George Raft, Shirley Temple, 
and Charlie Chaplin. 

In the past the Bureau's relations with Wright have been 
cordial. He has been contacted for information during several Bureau 
investigations and has been cooperative. On August 29, 1941, he was 
given a special tour of the Bureau. On January 18, 1937 and on March 10, 
1950, he invited the Director to speak before the Los Angeles Bar and 
the California Bar Associations, respectively. On September 14, 1948, 
Wright requested the Bureau to furnish data concerning the National 
Lawyers Guild which he understood was subversive. The Director re¬ 
plied saying our files are confidential. In August, 1954, Wright, as 
the new American Bar Association President, announced that one of the 
Association's campaign aims was the ouster of the'^ifth Amendment 
lawyers,'^' attorneys aligned with subversive organizations. (62-88472-3) 

SYNOPSIS OF ARTICLE : 

Introduction: 

Wright opens the artide,( which is a reprint of an address 
delivered in Chicago) by saying that today when we hear of the Fifth 
Amendment, we naturally think of that clause of the Amendment which 
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Memorandum to Mr. Nichols 


January j£l, 1956 


indicates that no person shall be compelled to be a witness against 
himself. In fact, Wright indicates that the Amendment contains many 
other guarantees of liberty such as protection against double jeopardy, 
guaranty of indictment by a Grand Jury, and prohibiting the taking of 
private property for public use without just compensation. 

The author indicates that public attention was first 
focused on the Fifth Amendment chiefly as the result of the hearings 
held by Senator Kefauver concerning organized crime. Racketeers 
and hoodlums intoned the familiar formula of declining to answer on the 
grounds of self-incrimination. More recently, this Fifth Amendment 
received publicity as the result of Congressional hearings into problems 
of communist infiltration and subversion. Such hearings, Wright says, 
have served to introduce the layman to the Fifth Amendment, but they 
have failed to provide him with a clear understanding of its meaning. 

Different Opinions On Fifth Amendment Meaning ; 

Wright emphasizes that at present there are many 
conflicting opinions concerning the privilege against self-incrimination. 
At one extreme are references "made in good faith, I am sure, to 
Fifth Amendment communists" which lead the public to believe that 
any person claiming the privilege " supplies by the very act of making 
the claim conclusive proof that he is guilty of treason or espionage." 

On the other hand, there are those " who in equal good faith, " would 
have it believed that nothing whatsoever can be inferred from the 
invocation of the privilege against self-incrimination and that anyone 
who suggests that the exercise of this right raises any questions is 
somehow subverting the American way of life. Buffeted from all sides 
by suchaharply differing views, the public is understandably confused. 
This means, Wright asserts, that lawyers have a special responsibility 
of explaining and understanding this important Constitutional privilege. 

What Should Lawyers Tell the Public About 
The Privilege Against Self-incrimination : 

Wright points out that the originsof this privilege are 
obscure, but the privilege did appear as part of the Common Law of 
England sometime during the Seventeenth Century. The privilege was 
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so prominent that the founding fathers wrote it into the Federal 
Constitution, and it also appears in the constitutionSof all but two of 
the states. The basic purpose behind the privilege is the protection 
of the innocent. This poses, Wright points out, a dilemrfrafthat^pro- 
tecting the innocent, the guilty are sometimes also shielded. "As 
Blackstone put it, 'it is better to allow ninety-nine guilty men to escape 
than to convict one innocent man.' Being committed to that course, 
we must be ready to tolerate a measure of protection for the guilty. 

But our rules are nevertheless designed for the benefit of the innocent." 

Just How Does the Privilege Against 
Self-incrimination Protect the Innocent? 


1. It is designed to protect the innocent members of 
society at large from "the uncalled-for invasions of privacy which 
would attend the use of indiscriminate periodic inquisitions by the 
prosecutor as a means of discovering whether crimes might have been 
committed." Hence, wholesale interrogation becomes valueless to 
the prosecutor. 

2. Another purpose is to protect the innocent from the 
•coercive measures of the overzealous enforcement officer. Wright 

indicates that American law enforcement has long ago abandoned torture 
as a means of discovering the trutly^ay requiring that evidence of crime 
come from sources other than the mouth of the accused removes one 
temptation from the police to employ coercive means. " As an English 
commentator on the privilege explains this purpose, it is much easier 
1 to sit comfortably in the shade, rubbing red pepper into a poor devil’s 
eyes, than to go about in the sun hunting up evidence. 1 The purpose 
here again is the protection of the innocent man. " 

Wright here states that despite his. conviction that 
Americans treat their law enforcement agencies disgracefully in 
respect to compensation and support of their good work, "if we are 
to continue to put fairness above efficiency in the administration of our 
criminal law, and to protect the individual against the collective power 
of government, then I think we must reject the proposals of those who 
would abolish the privilege against self-incrimination. The dangers of 
the police state would loom large indeed if we were without it. .Like all 
our guaranties of liberty, the privilege does handicap the nation in its 
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struggle against the menace of communist infiltration and aggression. 
But unless we are to lose the fight by the very act of preparing to fight, 
we must stand by our ancient liberties and resist the temptation to 
adopt the communist's principles in an attempt to combat those prin¬ 
ciples more effectively." 



Fifth Amendment, it should not, however, 

Be Abused. 

Wright, as indicated above, feels that the Fifth Amendment 
privilege against self-incrimination should be maintained. However, 
he makes it clear that this privilege should not be abused. 

"And so it is with the privilege against self-incrimination. 

It is not a shield to anyone who for any reason does not choose to cooperate 
with the duly constituted authorities. It is rather a legal rule that tells 
us simply that a man cannot be compelled to disclose under oath facts 
which might be used against him in a prosecution for the commission of a 
crime." For example: 

1. The witness can properly decline to answer only 

if there is danger of criminal prosecution. That the required disclosures 
will embarrass him, impair his social standing or even cost him his 
job is not enough to entitle " a witness legally to refuse to answer. " 

2. The privilege does not justify the witness refusing 
to furnish information about his friends and associates. "He may be 
understandably reluctant to subject them to the discomfiture of being 
called before a committee, or to expose them to the risk of prosecution. 
But the privilege against self-incrimination does not justify his position. 
The privilege is personal; a witness has no right to refuse to incriminate 
others." 

In fact, if he has knowledge of the commission of a crime 
by his associates, he is guilty of the crime of misprision of felony if he 
does not divulge this data. "The common sentiments of the American 
people place a high regard upon personal loyalties; the role of the informer 
is a repugnant one. Loyalty to one's fellows is more immediate and 
consequently more compelling than the remote and generalized loyalty 
due to society as a whole." Nevertheless, the citizen should cooperate 
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in furnishing data of this type to his government. 

3. It is incorrect to base a refusal to testify on the 
position that the Government has no power to inquire into the citizens' 
beliefs and loyalty. Such an attitude, if generally accepted and followed, 
Wright says, would go far toward destroying the investigative powers of 
Congress. Wright asserts that we value freedom of belief and abhor 
efforts at thought control. "It is probably unwise in ordinary times for 
government to inquire into the political theories espoused by an individual. 
But these are not ordinary times. " He indicates that when a political 
belief of a particular kind, especially when Hifis backed by a conspira¬ 
torial organization within our borders and mighty military forces abroad, 
threatens the violent overthrow of our government, " some inquiry into 
political beliefs must be tolerated if we are to survive. The Constitution 
does not compel us to sacrifice the freedom of the nation for the sanctity 
of an individual's thoughts." 

Wright says that it .is futile to insist that legislative 
investigations have always been fair and that witnesses have never been 
mistreated. Occasional injustices do occur. It is clear, however, that 
the abuses of congressional immunity by the investigator do«i not justify 
the abuse of the self-incrimination privilege by the witness. "The 
witness who invokes the Fifth Amendment without a foundation in fact 
for his claim fails in his obligations as a citizen and abuses a precious 
constitiiional privilege. " 

Who Can Claim The Fifth Amendment ? 

1. The witness who is, in fact, guilty. 

2. There are also situations in which a witness who has 
committed no crime is legally entitled to refuse to answer. These 
situations are necessarily limited, of course. "If the innocent witness 
is asked a question which if answered truthfully vould disclose one link 
in the chain of facts necessary to a criminal conviction, the witness, it 
appears, is legally free to remain silent." Wright disoloses example 
of a witness being asked by a congressional committee the question as 
to whether he was a member of the Communist Party. By the Internal 
Security Act of 1950, membership in the Communist Party is not per se 
the violation of any criminal statute. The recent decision^, however, in 
the Lightfoot case demonstrates that the Smith Act make a crime to be a 
member of the Communist Party if the member knows the purpose of the 
organization. Thus, the answer to a question of party membership can 
be "yes" without making the witness guilty of any crime if he is so naive 


- 6 - 



January 6, 1956 


t » 

% 


Memorandum to Mr. Nichols 


as to be ignorant of the aims of the Communist Party even as a member. 
Nevertheless, to reveal his party membership would go far toward 
establishing a crime, " so the witness is constitutionally privileged to 
refuse to answer." 

Problems Confronting An Employer When He Learns 
That An Employee Has Claimed the Privilege Against 
Self -incrimination: 

Wright says that it seems fair to conclude that, whatever 
the motivation, the invoking of the Fifth Amendment reflects no credit 
upon the witness. Matters of private employment are, of course, beyond 
the reach of the law and the Government should not attempt to deprive 
a witness who invoked the Fifth Amendment from the opportunity of making 
a living. On the other hand, neither should the Government restrict the 
freedom of the employer'who chooses to insist that his employeejmust be, 
like Caesar's wife, above suspicion." 

Wright feels that common sense controls the appropriate 
consequences of a Fifth Amendment witness' claim to hold a job. This 
means that standards governing the school janitor would be different 
from those applying to a nuclear physicist working for the Government. 

He says that he thinks "it indisputable that a plea of the Fifth Amendment 
would raise serious doubts about the fitness of a government employee to 
occupy a position of responsibility. " 

Wright briefly discusses the problem of Fifth Amendment 
witnesses in the educational field saying that the teacher has no greater 
privilege than any other citizen to the privacy of his thoughts. Moreover 
the teacher's dedication to free inquiry imposes "a greater obligation" 
upon him to be candid. Wright feels that the use of the Fifth Amendment 
by a teacher is inconsistent with his duty of candor, " and accordingly a 
claim of the privilege should, as stated by the Association of American 
Universities, ' place upon the professor a heavy burden of proof of his 
fitness to hold a teaching position. ' " 

yer 

Wright next discusses the law/in connection with the Fifth 
Amendment, saying that this profession, being officers of the court, 
has a great responsibility of truthfulness and frankness. Any such lawyer 
who pleads the Fifth Amendment cannot prevent the court from determining 
his fitness, as an officer of the court. "The court may not only withdraw 
its certification of him to the public and strike his name from its rolls, but 
it has the duty under such circumstances to do so." 
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CONCLUSION: 


Wright feels that the privilege against self-incrimination 
does not, properly construed and limited, so hamper our efforts to 
preserve our way of life so that it must be sacrificed or abandoned. 
"The danger lies rather in the intentional misuse and the inadvertent 
extension of the privilege to mask attempts to destroy the government." 
Informed citizens and particularly lawyers bear the solemn duty to 
reveal the serious errors and to restore the privilege to its rightful 
place among our treasured liberties. 

A copy of Wright's article is attached. 
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THE LAWYER’S RESPONSIBILITY ANI) THE 
FIFTH AMENDMENT 

Loyd Wright* 

1 lie paragraph which constitutes the fifth article of our 
Oonstitution’s Hill of Rights contains within its brief compass a 
surprising' number of our most precious and most effective guaran¬ 
ties of individual freedom against the collective power of the 
federal government, lint in the list of recent events a reference 
to the I'iltli Amendment is not likely to call to mind the guarantv 
ol indictment by a grand jury, the protection against double jeo¬ 
pardy, the prohibition against the taking of private properly for 
public use without just compensation, or even the fundamental 
assurance that we shall not be deprived of life, liberty or property 
without due process of law. Today when we hear of the Fifth 
Amendment, we naturally think of that clause of the Amend¬ 
ment that reads: “No person . . .shall be compelled in any crimi¬ 
nal case to be a witness against himself," and it is of course this 
clause that I mean to discuss. 

We are currently hearing much about this privilege against 
sell-incrimination. Tin.* privilege was first brought prominently 
into the spotlight of public attention some four years ago during 
the investigation of organized crime conducted by the committee 
headed by Senator Kelauver. 'I he nation's television audiences 
"ele tleated to the Spectacle ol a procession of racketeers and 
hoodlums who one alter another carefully intoned the familiar 
lormula, I respect I idly decline to answer on the ground that I 
fuigld inci iminale mysell, .Although there were occasional 
breaks in (he monotony ol this stereotyped response—as in the 
case ol one underworld character who garbled his lines and said. 
"I refuse lo answer on the ground that I might tlisr, iminiih my¬ 
self- tin- American's right not to testily against himself ipiickly 
spread beyond the confines of the courtroom and became a part 
of the public domain. Indeed before the K. fauvor hearings were 
concluded, a witness appeared unai-companied by counsel and 
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any questions at all is somehow subverting the American way of 
life. Buffeted from all sides by such sharply differing views, the 
public is understandably confused. 

As the only group in society trained and experienced in the 
interpretation and application of legal rules, the lawyers occupy 
a special position in the American scheme of things. Bike all 
good coinage this special position has two sides, an obverse and 
a reverse, if you will. On one side is our unique privilege to 
pursue the practice of the arts and skills in which we have been 
trained. The reverse of this coin, and the concomitant of this 
privilege, is our obligation to the public to employ our training in 
the best interests of the community at large. It is, I believe, our 
clear responsibility to do what we can to explain to the citizenry 
the legal aspects of the great public issues of the day. Our duty 
to dispel misconceptions about legal rights is especially heavy 
when those rights find their origin in the Constitution. A system 
of government which puts its faith in the courts for the protec¬ 
tion of individual liberty must ultimately find the vindication of 
that liberty in the hands of the lawyers. We must discharge this 
sobering responsibility by resisting with all our force attacks 
ijpop our constitutional freedoms, no matter how well intended 
the attack and no matter how unpopular the defense. But by 
the same token we have an equal responsibility, requiring equal 
courage, to point out the limits of those freedoms and to unmask 
attempts to twist them into shields for lawlessness. 

It is, I am convinced, our responsibility to speak out to re¬ 
move the perplexities which belabor the public concerning the 
Fifth Amendment. 

What then, should we tell the public about the privilege 
against self-incrimination? 

To In-gin at the beginning with the privilege against self- 
incrimination is not an easy task. The origins of the privilege 
are nliscure. Of this much we can lie tolerably certain, however. 
The privilege appeared as a part of the common law of Fngland 
sometime during the Seventeenth (Vntury. and found its reason 
for being m the excesses of the High Commission, the infamous 
star chamher. during investigations into what was regarded as 
religious In-resy. More basically, it is probably sale to conclude 
that the privilege arose iu part at hast in response to the sense of 
injustice which the techniques oi torture, then a part of the pro¬ 
secutor's standard interrogating procedures. evoked In tin- minds 
of free men. But more significant than tin- origins of the com¬ 
mon law privilege is tin- fad that the individual's right not to 
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im.n-nt w- must also sl.i-l.l Hi- trinity. Tlmr- is im easy answ-i 
tt> this dilemma; a choice between ideal i*!licienc\ am a • a an 
ness has In he made. The choice clearly r.d l. t ted in our l-tfi 
system is that efficiency must b- sacrificed. As I’da-Uslmi- pul- 

it. it is hotter In allow uim ly-nin- guilly m-n .. Ilian t" 

convict mi- inline-lit man. being commitl-il I" Hint cniiis-. w- 
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Perhaps this purpose to pml—f th- innocent -an b- s— n mon 
-l-arlv if w- tali- a bri-f look at Iwn of th- subsidiary purpos-s 
included within it. First, th— is th- purpose I" protect the 
innn—lit m-mh-rs of society at large from th- nncall-d-lor in¬ 
vasions of privacy which would attend th- us- ol indiscriminate 
p-riudi- in«|uisitions by th- pros—utor as a means ol discovering 
wh-th-r -rimes might have b—n committed. The underlying <>s- 
sumplion is, id - course, that th- privilege not to diselose will male* 
wholesale inlerrojriition valueless to the prosecutor, and so wi 
deter him. In this aspect, the privilege against sell'-incriminatipii 
is closely akin tn the individual’s constitutional right, guaranteei 
by the Fourth Amendment, to he secure in his properly I—m un¬ 
reasonable searches and seizures. The ureal Dean Wigmo— ex¬ 
plained this purpose of the privilege in these words: “The sys¬ 
tem of ‘inquisition,’ properly so called, signifies an examination 
cm suspicion, without prior presentment, indictment, or other 
formal accusation: and the contest for one hundred years centered 
solely on the abuse of such a sysem. ... No doubt a guilty person 
may justly he called upon at any time, for guilt deserves no im¬ 
munity. But it is the innocent that need protection. Under any 
system which permits John Doe to he forced to answer on the 
mere suspicion of an officer of the law, or on public rumor, or 
on secret betrayal, two abuses have always prevailed and inevit¬ 
ably will prevail; first, the petty judicial officer becomes a local 
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n|' dm accused. wi' ri-niiivi' mir ti'inplatinii rrmii tin- pulin' I" em¬ 
ploy coercive mi-ans. As an Knglisli iimmieiilatm' mi tin* privilege 
explains ill is piirpnsi - , il is much easier "In sit cninl nitalily in tlm 
sliaik'. robbing ivil pcppm' mtn a pnnr ilrvil's eyes, Ilian In go almiil 
in tlm suit huntin^r up evidence." Tlm pui'pnsi' Imi 1 '' lignin is llm 
pi'uli'ctinn uf llm iitimi*!*iil man. II' every man lias his pine, sn 
every man lias Ins breaking point, dm point. where it is easier 
In give die interrogator tlm answer lm seeks than to insist upon 
the truth. The high ilevelnpment of the science of brain-washing 
in the hands nl' the communists hears eloquent contemporary wit¬ 
ness to the wisdom of a rule which recognizes the unrelialiilily 
of self-accusation. 

Notwithstanding my conviction that we Americans treat mil- 
law enforcement agencies disgracefully in respect to compensa¬ 
tion and the support of their good work mi our behalf, if we arc 
to continue to put fairness above efficiency in the administration 
of mir criminal law. and to protect tin 1 individual against the col¬ 
lective power of government. then I think we must reject the pro¬ 
posals of those who would abolish the privilege aginst self-incrimi¬ 
nation. The dangers of the police state would loom large indeed 
if we were without it. hike all our guaranties of liberty, the 
privilege does handicap the nation in its struggle against the men¬ 
ace of communist infiltration and aggression. Hut unless we are 
to lose the fight by the very act of prcpurhui to fight, we must 
stand by our ancient liberties and resist tiie temptation to adopt 
the communist’s principles in an attempt to combat those prin¬ 
ciples move effectively. 

If we are not ready to repeal the Fifth Amendment, then it 
seems to me essential that we dear up the confusion which sur¬ 
rounds it, and make certain that the privilege is not misused In 
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tion is the case of the witness who is willing to answer any ques¬ 
tions relating to him and to his own activities, but who is opposed 
to supplying any information about his friends and associates. 
He may be understandably reluctant to subject them to the dis¬ 
comfiture of being called before a committee, or to expose them 
to the risk of prosecution. But the privilege against self-in¬ 
crimination does not justify his position. The privilege is per¬ 
sonal; a witness has no right to refuse to incriminate others. In¬ 
deed if the witness knows that his associates have committed a 
serious crime, the refusal to disclose that fact makes the witness 
himself guilty of the crime of misprision of felony. The common 
sentiments of the American people place, a high regard upon per¬ 
sonal loyalties; the role of the informer is a repugnant one. Loyal¬ 
ty to one’s fellows is more immediate and consequently more com¬ 
pelling than the remote and generalized loyalty due to society as 
a whole. But regardless of these considerations of private morali¬ 
ty and personal predilection, the government demands from its 
citizens their full cooperation in supplying information relevant 
to the proper concerns of government. 

One of the most persistent of the popular misconceptions con¬ 
cerning the Fifth Amendment is the notion that a witness is 
entitled to invoke it. or indeed that he is morally bound to invoke 
it, not because of any danger of self-incrimination, but rather as 
a gesture of protest against the conduct of legislative investiga¬ 
tions. Sometimes this notion springs from the oversimplified 
dogma that the government has no power to inquire into any 
citizen's political beliefs and loyalties; in other eases the sup¬ 
posed right to resist passively is attributed to unfairness in the 
operations of a particular legislative committee. This position, 
however based, carries disturbing implications. If generally ac¬ 
cepted and followed, it would go far toward destroying the in¬ 
vestigating powers of Congress. It should lie Self-evident that 
as the branch of government, invested with responsibility for the 
formulation of national policy and for the determination of how 
that police should In- effectuated. Congress has not only the power 
but also the duty to inform itself for the intelligent discharge of 
its functions. .Moreover, as tin* branch of the federal govern¬ 
ment most responsive to the popular will. Congress has the right 
to appeal to the public for support of its policies by making its 
findings known. A democracy can work only with a well-informed 
electorate. As Woodrow Wilson said, "The informing function of 
Congress should be preferred even to its legislative function." To 
restrict the investigatory power of the legislature, to entangle it 
ill red tape, or to defy the power under the cloak of a spurious 
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It is futile, of course, to insist that legislative investigations 
have always been sc rnp.iloi.sly fair, or that witnesses have 
been inistrealeil. It is not surprising that on "rcasion l u I 
cal branch of government behaves politically. lahuiR * 

count the laws of human nature, occasional injustices aie cm - • 

Il( .t improbable. It is crystal dear that unfairness m tin. • 

,lud of such hearings is not confined to any partie.ulai lommi • ■ • 
m.r to any political parly, nor to any era »l our hisluiy. 
abuse of congressional immunity by the invesligatm mn.s 
justify the abuse of the privilege against self-incrimmalion > 
the witness. If the witness is convince.I that the healing •• 
jjene so far lieyoml the limits of elemental decency that he s ,ml1 
no longer be compelled to cooperati!, his course lies in an appea I 
lo the mpii cements of due process of law, with the atteiu an i ,s 'I 
of punishment if he should lie proven to be wrong. I 

The witness who invokes the Fifth Amendment without 
foundation in fact for his claim fails in his obligations as a citr/.eij 
ami abuses a precious constitutional privilege, lieyoml 1 ns, ai 
Chief Justice John Marshall reminded us almost a century am 
a half ago. the statement of the witness that he lears a criminal 
prosecution when in fact he does not, is "in conscience am n 
law. ..as much a perjury as if lie had declared any other uni 
truth upon his oath.-’ 
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lull .is a iii.il 1 1 r "I |n :n I ii ■ ■ il is nn;i\■ • i• 1: 1 1 

I f. .is i stigy.e-U•••! ' .irli'T. tin- purpose "I Mu' priv 1 1*is ill' 
I'liilirl inn "l l!" 11 . n-1 1 1. I In-re must. "1 course. lit* sniii' sdn:: 
lions in which a witness wlm has ri'liiiiiitl'-il im ■*»'im»• i- 1.I' 

I- 11 1 It!- -< I I" I■ It: I'l answel'. The narrow v- ye • •!'■ ;, 1‘.'I 

I iniiaI l ielii is illiisl cal • 'I. h"\' . \ i-r. In I In- limited iiiniil m-i' < H' sit ii:i 
linn.-, m w liiih ilii.s is I nil-. Il llii- i ii in Hiiil witness is a-I.e.l a 
i { Wes t j i it i will'll II' al'sV. 1-reil I nil h I I • I! \ Wnlllil liiselnse "III- link !‘i 
the 'ham "f la. is nei-e sarj In a . ''iiimal ei-nviel imi. 11; • - witness, 
il appears. is l.g.-dlv I’f* ■- I" remain : ; i|-,-nl. Suppose. I’<ii- esaniiile. 
that a will..-ss is . .ill'-il i"-r"i'e a congressional inv esi igat nig * "ir- 
mil li e ami asle-iI tin- iaei.|nit i|in-sl imi. "Ale yon a ni'-inl»‘r "I Ik. 

( ‘111111111111 isi I *a rty V" l‘.\ l lie Intei'iiai Secnrily Ail "I I'.'m* il >s 
pno iili-il that inemliei\shi)i in the Communist I’nrlv is ii"t /" 1 
a vi'il.-ili'iii of nnv criminal statute. I'.ul as the recent ileeisii'n "I 
Judge Sullivan in Hie l.mlil luni ease ■ 1 1 mnllsl cates. Ihe Smilh Ae! 
malms il a 1 rime l" In- a mi-mlnr "I I lie Communist I’arly if in 
aililil it in I In- nie'n I "-r knows Ihe |wir|ii>sr nl the organr.-.al imi. I ims 
Ihe answer In the 11 ties l imi e.itn-ernmg parly membership ran he 
"Ves." w'it 1 mill making the witness guilty nl' any erinie il' In- is sn 
naive anil uninformed as In lie t g 11 o ra 11 1 nl the aims nl the < uni- 
mnnisl I’arly even as a member lint In reveal his party member- 
sliip wniilil go I'ar Inwanl establishing a crime, sn the witness is 
rnnsl il nt intiallv privileged In refuse In answer. 

A imi hi-rpisl i Inal mu for invoking the I'M I'tli Anteinlmenl when 
;i I ru 11 1 In I answer In the ipiestinii asked vvunld not alone lie in¬ 
criminating is found in Ihe duel line of waiver as recently an¬ 
nounced by Ihe Supreme Courl in Ihe /I’oi/er.s- case. That doctrine, 
contrary to Knglish law, seems to make the failure to claim the 
privilege to Ihe first of a line of ipieslions a waiver of any further 
assertion of the privilege as lo snlisei|uent ipieslions directed to 
the same subject. Under this construction of the law, to avoid 
the risk of waiving his privilege. Ihe witness may lie compelled 
to claim il even to excuse answers which would not in themselves 
lie incriminating. 

A more difficult, class of problems created by the present, 
prominence of the Fifth Amendment are those which confront 
an employer when he learns that an employee has claimed the 
privilege against self-incrimination. 


.vi si\ i /..hi i //•■'*» 


iS‘J 

As v..« know. ,1 is, n.l, of gc-imra. b„.- ««**•*£ a- 

, Jam- that m a «‘ i.ninal , as- n. .tl.-. pr-.s- , n-., jl- 

tudge ran prnperlv comment upon lh-- aeriixed laim o 1 

as an indication „r gnih. Tl.is ,'»-l.ilntn.n "bvmnsly maK-s 
,1,, sense in a criminal case • >- "" “‘T Til l V" 

wln-i. tin- «|iii-sl inn is nnl whether Un- reluctant witness sh""W • 

Ik In jail Imt cat lie, win,.. In- should r.mtmue ... 

While iln-i'i- is m> pnsmnplnm nl guilt in "in « umin.i a". > 

is also no presumption of moral fitness lor p"M 111 " 

I'i.-ld of private economic r.-lat ions. 

Tn insist dial a claim of tin- privilege is of no prnl.ativr vain- 
tin- ipu-slion of gudl is to invite the comment of M • • 
in |ii,-kens' “Oliver Twist" that “the law is a ass. a nln.l, I he 

employer is enl.lle.l .. assured that he do,-s m.t miIa-H one 

constitutional system if lie. chooses to inter that tin- «i mss m| 
guilty. 

It ilnrs not necessardy follow that even an innocent man wln.l 
. hums tin- Filth Amendment is entirely blameless. It he- was m.l| 
m law entitled to invoke the privilege. In- has without nnht o >- 
strncled the lawfid processes of government. Ami il In- /.•/i' "■ tliau 
|,is claim was not lewdly .justified. In- has perjured hnnsell DM 
making it. If the witness was holh innocent and properly enj 
titled to ri-lv upon tin- privilege not to testify against house I, n 
at least has admitted the existence of suspicions circumstance.j 
which might lead a jury to find him guilty ol a crime. It aeemj 
not unreasonable to imjiose upon him the duty ol explaining msj 
circumstances to his employer, who has no other basis to) < <J 
ciding between guilt and innoceiiei-, il he would avoid the in e- 
cnee which the employer otherwise may properly draw. 

It seems fair to conclude that whatever its motivation, tlj 
invocation of the Filth Amendment reflects no credit upon tlj 
witness. We have heard a good deal about the extenuating cij 
cumstances which may lead a person to refuse to testily withoj 
moral culpability. We are told that he may feel that he is boil 
harassed, that he is often confused, and may be unwilling to jej 
pardize lus good relations with others by testifying. 1 would lil 
lo suggest that the witness’ employer as well may plead extenu 
lion. If we are willing to excuse a false claim of the privilel 
because tlu- witness is anxious to protect his good relations wi 
others, can we justly condemn the employer who fires the wit ml 
because continued employment would imperil the organizatioj 
relations with the public and with its other employees.' It j 
absolve the witness wlm claims tin- privilege under the mistalj 



/ in »/:/.'•> i:i:srn\Mi:iury \xn /••///// .\mi-.ai>mi;\ r 


belief that In- is entitled in us> it as an instrument of social pro- 
list, must \vi• imt also absolve tilt' employer who discharges 11 n- 
employee under tin mistaken 1 »«*li«• f that only tin* guilty can in¬ 
voke tile jlrivili')!"; 

Tli. se matters nt' priv ate employment are, nt' cntirse, beyond 
the present reach nl tin- law. ami it seems In me that they lu¬ 
ll mu there. The ivt-rnnit'iil shniihl nnt step in In outlaw the 
witness whn has elainieil the privilege against self-inrriminal inn 
by deprivinu him nl' an opportunity to earn a livelihood. Neither 
should the government restrict the freedom of the employer who 
chooses to insist that his employees must lie, like Caesar's wife, 
above suspicion. 

Common sense indicates that the coiisideralinns which con 
trol the appropriate cnitseipiences of a claim of the Fifth Amend 
meat upon the witness' claim to hold his job vary with the kind 
of employment involved. Certainly the standards which govern 
the school janitor should lie different from those which apply to 
a nuclear physicist workinu in a government project. 

I would think it indisputable that a plea of the Fifth Amend¬ 
ment would raise serious doubts about the fitness of a govern- 
meut employee to occupy a position of responsibility. 

I’erbaps the most controversial .piestions raised by the use 
of (he Fifth Amendment have been those in tlie field of education, 
both public and private. We have heard much in these discus¬ 
sions about academic freedom, but I venture to suggest that no 
mention of it will be found in the Constitution. W'liat is meant. 
I think, is simply this. The teacher's job is basically to seek the 
truth. With no economic axe to grind, lie can afford to be ob¬ 
jective and to consider all possible choices. We deplore the com¬ 
munist device of laying down the lines of orthodox theory in such 
fields as science, art, economies, and religion. We believe that 
in the lony: run we will survive only if we are willing t" test every 
principle and tradition in the crucible of reason. We must be 
careful, then, not to mistake the inquiring mind for a sign of dis¬ 
loyalty. On the other hand, it, is the teacher's fundamental obliga¬ 
tion to be objective and to accept the truth no matter where it 
may be found. If lie owes a supervening loyalty to a political 
dogma, and finds his truth in a party decree, he lacks the basic 
tjualification of the teacher. 11 is loyalty is essential in view of 
the influence lie exerts upon the thinking and beliefs of the im¬ 
mature minds committed to his training. The delicate problem 
posed by these considerations is how to eliminate these grave 
dangers of disloyal teachers without destroying the spirit of free 
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... „... .. SS) . nc( . or education. Uut tin* questions of 

"-luaViir an investigation into the loyalty of teachers should be 
comhKtal, and «f vhvtl.vv 0..- L'aclaa- ^".'j,U,w'Ha'ato sm , an 
inVL-stijiatinii on® it is Is'itnn, am vastly c ,1 lorn,.I I t|lio 
i.as no greater privilege than any other c.tr/on to tli > pnv.uy ol 

his thoughts i.*ii-oalM* 1 'olilijsuiitm* 4 uV»*»»> the SS bo 

^I'lmd'olu-nVn Ids Views. The use of the Fifth 

‘i:"’oi" ‘ho,,. 

I nivi rsitii'S, "place upon the professor a heavy burden ol proof 
„f Ins fitness to hold a teaching position. 

I'ven more vital than the teacher to the preservation ol b- 
bei'tv under law is the lawyer, and it is entirely appropriate that 
'should end this discussion with the matter ol keeping our 
own house in order. 

U <i.i-nis to me that we lawyers too Ire.p.ently lose sight of 
■ | 1( . f ut that to be a member of the bar and to praet.ee law is 
a riel it but a high privilege dependent upon continuous esael- 
comlit ions. It is obvious that the distinction between a pel- 
son's status as an individual ami his status as an attorney and 

office, of the court is of primary in,.lance. I In- rights ol an 

individual mav or may not be consistent with his prolessmiial or 
official status. Where, however, the individuals nehts are in¬ 
consistent. a choice becomes necessary either to Ion-go the ugh 
or relimp.isl, the profession. When the assertion ol the constitu¬ 
tional right by one who is also an attorney to seek protection 
against self-i„crimination under the I’il'th Amendment ,s present, 
this seems to me to he completely inconsistent Will. Ins high Status 
as a member of the bar and an officer of tin- court; and the im¬ 
plications arising therefrom are such as to destroy the privilege 
of license, tliev are repugnant t«» the oath taken at the tune ol 

entering the bar. and negate the ..I the Illness to 

continue as a lawyer by reason of hick of loyally ns displayed by 
the inferences and the miniremonts of frankness at all times. 

'I’he choice of the personnel of a bar rests with a state tint 
the court has a continuing responsibility to re-impiire and re¬ 
determine from time to time, and particularly when any suspici¬ 
ous circumstances arise, the fitness of an attorney to continue. 
And as Die Illinois court held in the case, a candidate 

for admission to the bar mav properly .. n d b>r assert 

ing the constitutional privilege upon inquiry into Ins loyally M the 
Constitution. 
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It is difficult to conceive any investigation more important 
to the administration of justice and to the government, both state 
and national, than whether a lawyer, an officer of the court, a 
privileged person by reason of his license from the state, is af¬ 
filiated or is connected with the Communist Party or other sub¬ 
versive organizations or subversive persons. Such an iiwiuiry in¬ 
volves the possible future existence of our nation and the security 
of all our people. Loyalty to nation alone should be a sufficient 
incentive to speak truthfully and frankly when properly interro¬ 
gated, but the inherent loyalty that an individual owes to his coun¬ 
try added to the greater responsibility of being an officer of the 
court, and therefore a trustee of the future privileges of our 
citizens, certainly compel frankness and truthfulness in this re¬ 
gard. While there is a constitutional right not to testify if a 
witness in good lnit.li believes his testimony might incriminate him, 
this l ight I lows to a person as an individual. It never was in¬ 
tended to protect a witness in an office. And it cannot prevent 
the court from determining whether the witness publicly invoking 
the I* i 1 tli Amendment has not east such suspicion on his fitness as 
aunlliccrol the court that he should no longer enjoy the privilege. 

I lie court may not only withdraw its certification of him to the 
public and strike his name iron) its rolls, but it has the duly under 
such circumstances to do so. 

lo summarize, it seems to me dear that the privilege against 
sell-incrimination conferred by I be Kifth Amendment does not. 
properly construed and limited, so hamper our effort lo preserve 
oui wav of life that it must be sacrificed or abandoned. The 
danger lies rather in the intentional misuse and the inadvertent 
extension of the privilege to mask attempts to destroy the govern¬ 
ment. As informed citizens and particularly as lawyers, we hear 
a solemn duty to r • v, - a I the.se serious errors and to restore the 
privilege to its right till place and scope among on r ! i'i asii red |jber- 
t ies 
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FROM i 
SUBJECT: 


sd/Myi • 


Director, F3I 
SAC, Sgn Francisco 
LOYD WRIGHT 

Chairman, Government Security 
Program Commission 


UNITED STATES GOVERj 


DATE: 12/20/5$i 





A recent news article told that LOYD WRIGHT, Los Angeles attorney, 
was elected Chairman of a 12-ciember, bi-partisan commission created by 
Congress to inquire into all aspects of the Government Security Program. 

I' As a matter of possible interest, I am attaching a photcstatic cc-py of an article 
j written by Ur. WRIGHT in the "Nebraska Law Review" for May, 193>5«, Volume 3h f 
li No. I*, entitled "The Lawyer’s Responsibility and the Fifth Amendment." 


Enclosure-1 enql„ 

« 

2 Bureau 

1 L 03 Angeles (Encl.-l) 
1 San Francisco 



V 




LOYD WRIGHT 

SPI, COMMISSION ON 

GOVERNMENT SECURITY 





Re Buairtel 1/4/56. Buded 1/19/56. 

Appointee bom San Jacinto, Calif. 12/24/1892. 
Conduct thorough investigation as to character, loyalty, 
reputation, associates, and ability of appointee who is 
Chairman of Commission on Government Security. Set out • 
necessary leads by airtel and Bureau must be advised by 
airtel bf same. 


Advise persons interviewed that investigation was 
I requested by the Vice President in connection with appointee’s 
I appointment as member of Commission on Government Security. 


See current Who's Who in America for biographical 
data. Appointee g raduated from Hemet, Calif. H igh School in 
1910. Spent one year tnereai'ter kz Sacramento, Calif., 
employed in Legislature as Clerk. Has been practicing attorney 
Los Angeles 1919 to date. Resides Los Angeles but maintains 
a residence at Idyllwild, Calif. Was member Board of Governors, 
American Bar Association from Sept. 1946 to Sept. 1949. Was 
President American Bar Association 1955. 


3 - Bureau (AM) 

2 - WPO (AM) 

2 - Butte (AM) 

2 - Omaha (AM) 

2 - Denver (AM) 

2 - Cleveland (AM) 

2 - Seattle (AM) 

2 - San Diego (AM) 

2 - San Francisco (AM) 

2 - Chicago (AM) 

1 - Los Angeles (77-7692) 

AMH:lhm 
77-7692 

Approved:_ 



Special Agent in Charge 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: 


Page two 



Wi fe Is JULIA MARTHA KINGSBURY WRIGHT , age about 60; 
,j jyr. uiiifiVuni) A. wfuiaH?, M.age 7and his wife, 
NEELLY WRIGHT, age 70, 454 S. Irving Pi, Los Angeles; 
Slater . GERTRUDE WRIGHT BOALICH, age 70, and her husband, 
GEORGE BOALICH, age 71, Los Angeles Industri alist, 

111 N. 

agel 



A ngeles 

age about yy, cfled Los Angeles in 1954. 


Interested offices handle. 



77-7692 


Sent_M Per. 


Approved: 


Special Agent in Charge 













FBI, SAN FRANCISCO (77-6261) 

J.MTEL s' 

TOr^DIRECTOR, FBI AND SAC, LOS ANGELES 
CHANCED: Q 

LOYD EARLT^wXaka © 

Lloyd Darfur ight, Loyd dright 

SPI, COITIISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 

BUDED 1/19/56. 

ReBualrtel 1/V56 and LA airtel 1/7/56. 



Records, California State Bar, reflect appointee's name as 
LOYD EARL WRIGHT born 12/2ij/9 2 , San Jacinto, California, admitted to 
California Bar 6/11/15, with notation that name appears upon Second 
District C 0U rt roll as LLOYD EARL ’/RIGHT. 


Cal^mjn^Bar records also reflect name of^HB^B 
QgB^^horn Los Angeles, California, admitted to 

California Barf^BHI^witlwTotatior^oim^^ji^of Bar Exaniners* 

Records show full name as son of LOYD E. V/RIC2fT. 


For information of Bureau and 
carried as captioned above. 


offices, title will be 

i76 


Bureau (AM) 

| - Los Angeles (77-7692) (AM) 
1 - Washington Field (AM) 

1 - San Dieso (AM) 

1 - St. Louis (AM) 

1 - Baltimore cm 
1 - Kansas CityH[AK) 

1 - Chicago (AM) 

1 - Butte (AmT" 

1 - Omaha (AM) 

1 - Denver ~(AH) 

1 - Cleveland (AM) 

1 - Seattle (A?lT“ 

I - -77- Laj, I 

ED/fnm 

( 16 ) 
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f\OT RECORDED 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Form No. 1 

THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT BUREAU 


REPORT MADE AT 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 


LOYD WRIGHT 


DATE WHEN 
MADS 

1 - 12-56 


PERIOD FOR WHICH MADS REPORT MADS BY 


1-9-56 


CHARACTER OF CASS 


COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT 
SECURITT_ 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 


i*- 

V* ' 

WRIGHT attended Third Army Orientation Course, Command & ^ 

General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, from 1-4-43 
to 1-30-43 and was awarded a certificate. Officers of 
Trans World Airlines, KC MO, advise applicant has been a 
member of TWA Board of Directors since 1947; that applicant 
is of excellent character, loyalty and associates; and they 
recommend applicant for position of trust and confidence. 

Credit and criminal checks negative, Leavenworth, Kansas, 
and KC MO. 


-RUC- 


REFERENCE: Bureau Airtels dated January 4 and 6, 1956 


DETAILS* A T KANSAS CITY. MISSOUI 


all officers of Trans World Airlines, 20 West 9tn Street 
advised on January 9, 1956 that they have known LOYD WRIGHT since 
1947 when he became a member of the Board of Directors for TWA, 

Thqy informed that Mr. WRIGHT is a person of the highest integrity 


APPROVEO AND 
FORWARDED: 


COPIES OF THIS REPORT 


-2 - Bureau (AMSD) 

1 - Kansas City (77-4422) 


DO NOT WRITE IN THESE t 


wf 'in/'cv 


_. r . - • ri a* » - 

i■ i '■?r.ccrtnsD- 
* JA!' ! 17 


PROPERTY OF FBI—THIS REPORT IS LOANED TO YOU BY THE FBI, AND NEITHER IT NOR ITS* CONTENTS ARE TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE THE A6ENCY 
TO WHICH LOANED. . 

0. I. SIVKINNINT MIHIiaC CfflCt It-flKt « 




KC 77-4422 



who would be qualified for almost any job he should undertake. 
They stated that Mr. WRIGHT and his family reside in Los 
Angeles, California, and WRIGHT occasionally makes trips to 
Kansas City, Missouri, on business. They advised that WRIGHT 
is considered a well known lawyer in the United States and has 
on numerous occasions represented some of the outstanding 
personalities in this country. 


The above individuals advised that t hey consider Mr. 
WRIGHT to be a loyal American who maintains excellent associates 
and added that they would recommend him for a position of trust 
and confidence with the United States Government. 


. & Identification Bureau, 

Kansas City/Mj^^air^Ponc^Department, advised on January 9, 
1956, that the records of the Police Department failed to reveal 
any arrests for the applicant. 



_ Credit Bureau of Greater Kansas 

City, inforfflSfl 5n January 9, 1956, that the files of her office 
failed to reveal a credit rating for the applicant. 


fo^owing investigation was conducted by SA 




At Leavenworth, Kansas 




|ry 1956,HHH^HHHHI £> nd| 
Secretary 1 s Office, Command and 
;aiT College, U. S. Army, Port Leavenworth, advised from 
records that LOYD WRIGHT, a civilian, attended the 3rd Army 
Orientation Course of the Command and General Staff School, 

U. S. Army, at Ft. Leavenworth, from January 4# 1943 to 
Fanuarv ^0. lQli^. and w as awarded a certificate. They and 

also on January 9, 1956, could locate 
no one presently assigned at Ft. Leavenworth, who was assigned 
at this Post in 1943# and who might have known Mr. WRIGHT 
personally. 


Po! 


:e 



On Januai^^^^^^^^^ 

jart ment; Leavenworth Sh< 

__ Provost Marshal's Office; and 

Leavenworth Credit Bureau, said they could find 
their files regarding WRIGHT. 


eavenworth 



reoorc 


->R T JC - 


•**> 

) 
















FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Form No. 1 

THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT BUREAU 


REPORT MADE AT 

SEATTLE 


DATE WHEN 
MADE 


un 




PERIOD FOR WHICH MADE 


OT 1-11-56 


LOYD WRIGHT 


REPORT MADE BY 


L7o 


EP 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


SPECIAL INQUIRY, 
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT 
SECURITY. 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 


land husbandExecutive of Long 
Bell Lumoer company, reside Longvret^^asimigton. Credit record 
favorable. No arrest record. 

— RUC — 


REFERENCE: 


Airtel from Los Angeles to Director, I/7/56. 


L7C 


DETAILS: 

AT LONGVIEW. WASHINGTON 


RELATIVES 



On January 11, 1956 a check was made of the curren t 
Cowlitz Countv^^ectory, and t hp samg Jista ai 
wife residence 

On January 11, 1956 a check was made of the Cowlitz 
County Credit Bureau and the files of that agency show a record 
pertaining to the above d ate. 

Their present residence 

H i3 listed as a housewife. The couple have two minor children. 


J-r, 

A * 1 


APPROVED AND 
FORWARDED: 







l/W'Y 


M: 


PIES OF THIS REPORT 


2-Bureau (AIRMAIL) * .. 

1-Seattle (77-3337) 


0 . 


TP 


DO NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES 



'M- 


r/( 


/ 




fj-t 





""'’"'"TV Of FRI—THIS REPORT IS LOANED TO YOU BY THE FBI, AND NEITHER IT NOR ITS CONTENTS ARE TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE THE AGENCY 






SE 77-3337 


Ls listed as an Executive of the Long Bell Lumber 
Company and also as "the grandson of the late R. A. LONG of 
Kansas City, Missouri, the founder of the city of Longview and 
the Long Bell Lumber Company." 

A review of the credit file determined there is i»7o 
only favorable information listed. 

The names offl|[^H|m^and were checked 

through the records of tn^^^^Rwing law enforcement agencies 
which cover this area, on January 11, 1956, and no information 
concerning them was listed: 


Longview Police Department; Longview, Washington. 
Cowlitz County Sheriff's Office, Kelso, Washington; 
Kelso Police Department, Kelso, Washington. 


I 



-- RUC — 


I 


2 


AIRTSL 


January 12, 1956 



ST. LOUIS (77-19194) 


LOYD WRIGHT 
SPI 


Re Bulet 1-4-56 


Records FRC, .'iLMQ, indicate WMj 
as Cha lriaarf and a member Alien Hearing ] 
Southern o iatncj 

ffie^nearlnjt Boardi and on 3 -20-4 ? a p p 
Zneny hearing Board member. No terralna^ 

- I -T-TL^.Pu^t 1 11 ■■ rr- - ■ ii — - - i-i— rr—■ ammw>m • 

for any above appointment a. 


22-42 KKI GHT. by telegram, adv ised U3A0 he 
engaged in Gubernatorial Contest In California 


was active 

and was Ti_ 

G overnor * Purpose of telegram was asking for ruling 
whether - he should reelgi and whether there was any violation 
under Hatch Aet in case he continued on Hearirg Beard. 

The USA, Loe Angeles, ^f^the.AO, 7r2fe 42 Lll..>ffig. h l» 
opinio n under fiaich Act ’felOMIs Ineligible to furth er 
serve on Co ard. AO in tolegraa 7-2>»42to '■mlcfff grata e 
Hatch Actnot applicable tomambare £Hen~£ngny Healing 


V TO attempt to locate 
dates above appointments. 


records showing to 


For info Los Angsle*, V, RIGHT indicated address, 1942, 
as 111 West 7th, L.A.| and wife 336 South Hudson Avenue, L.A. 

-p- 

NOT RECORDED ^ 

f «. ;vpo MILNES 20 JAN 16 1956 

- Bureau _ / 

T - Los Angeles (For Info) / T 

1 - 3t. Louie (77-19194) . / 

RBSimJh ,/W> 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



t AIRTEL 

Transmit the following ////tM//message to: 

FE I> LOS ANGELES 1/13/56 

DIRECTOR, FBI 



LOYD WRIGHT, aka 
Loyd Earl Wright, 
SPT 


Buded 1/19/56, 


Information developed at L.A. that appointee appointed 
member California Horse Racing Board on December 15, 19bli by the 
then Governor EARL WARREN of California, and on August 23* 19U5 
was elected chairman of that board, which position he held until 
differences developed between he and WARREN because appointee 
objected to newspapers advocating the giving of funds designated 
for charity derived from horse racing to their favorite charities; 
because appointee objected to Lobbyists for race tracks in California; 
and because appointee objected to newspaper intereference and 
influence in decisions made by the board. Appointee reportedly 
wrote Governor WARREN a letter advising him that apparently they did 
not completely agree on matters concerning policy and perhaps he 
should be replaced as chairman of the board, which WARREN promptly 
did, and since then WARREN and appointee have not been too friendly. 
Former Governor WARREN is now Chief Justice of Supreme Court, 
Washington, D.C. 


Bureau requested to interview Chief Justice WARREN for 
his opinions concerning appointee. This lead is being directed 
to the Bureau inasmuch as it has been noted that Chief Justice 
WARREN has been interviewed by Bureau officials in the past. 
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Records PRC, GSA, SLMO indloate LOYD WRIGHT appointed as Chairman 
and member. Alien Hearing Board #4, Southern District, California 
4-17-42. In July, 1943 he was appointed member of a Special Alien 
Enemy Hearing Board. On 3-28-45 he was appointed as an Alien Enemy 
Hearing Board member. Termination dates are not available for any 
of these appointments. WRIGHT entered OTC 8-24-17, appointed 1st 
Lt. and served from 11-27-17 to 8-2-19. Received honorable discharge 
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Los Angeles Airtel dated 1-10-56. 


DETAILS: 


At St. Louis, Missouri 


On January 12, 1956 a review of personnel records. 
Federal Records Center, General Servioes Administration, St. Louis, 
Missouri indicate LOYD WRIGHT appointed as Chairman and member, 

A llen Hearing Board #4. Southern District. California, “at $1 per 
year, a s of 1 April 17, 19**2 . 

A Personal History Statement dated May 4, 1942 indicates 
his residence as 111 W. 7th Street, Los Angeles, California. His 
birth Is December 24, 1892, at San Jacinto, California. His wife is 
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Mrs. LOYD WRIGHT, 336 S. Hudson Avenue, Los Angeles. He was 
self employed as a lawyer with his own practice. 

On July 22, 1942 WRIGHT advised the U. S. Attorney 
General by telegram that he would be actively engaged In the 
Gubernatorial contest In California In that he recently became 
Treasurer of the Finance Committee for EARL WARREN for Governor. 
The purpose of this wire was to request a ruling whether he 
should resign and whether there was any violation of the intent 
or letter of the Hatch Act in case he continued on the Hearing 
Board. 


By letter July 22, 1942 from the U. S. Attorney, 

WILLIAM F LEET PALMER, Southern District, California to the U. S. 
Attorney General the same question regarding Mr. WRIGHT and the 
Hatoh Act was disoussed, in which it was the opinion of the 
U. S. Attorney that Mr. WRIGHT was ineligible to further serve 
on the Board. 

On July 23, 1942 the Attorney General advised WRIGHT 
by telegram that the Hatch Act does not apply to Alien Enemy 
Board members. However, there Is no indication of a termination 
date as to WRIGHT's service on Alien Hearing Board #4. 

This file contains a letter dated July 15, 1943 from 
EDWARD J. ENNIS, Director, Alien Enemy Control, to LOYD WRIGHT 
regarding proposed establishment of a ^peg^a ^ 

Hearing Board to function under the supervision of a Speoial 
Assistant to7^e"ATftoFney~Gejier&r ahd' &sklhg WIGHT to accept 
appointment to this Board. 

By l etter July 21. 1943 to Mr. ENNI S r JJr, WRIGHT , 
ac cepted th is, appSAMeM.'* 

By letter October 12, 1943 Mr. ENNIS expressed apprecia¬ 
tion to WRIGHT for serving on the Special Hearing Board at Fort 
Missoula. No subsequent information is available regarding 
service on this Board. 

r • • 

The U. S. Attorney General, by l etter Maroh 28 . 1Q4R . 
to Mr. LOYD WRIGHT, appointed him as an Alien Enemy Hearing Board 
member. ’ ’ * 


No termination date on this appointment is available, 
although by letter May 31 j 1946 from the U. S. Attorney General 
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to WRIGHT there was expressed on behalf of the President and 
the Attorney General, appreciation, for Mr. WRIGHT'S service as 
a member of an Allen Enemy Hearing Board during the war emergency. 
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The date and place of birth were shown as December 24, 
1892 at San Jacinto, California. 
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CHARACTER Of CASE 

SPECIAL INQUIRY 

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURI" 
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SYNOPS4S OF FACTS: V&, _ — 

appointee graduated from the University of Southern Californie in 1915 and was 
admitted to the California Bar in the same year. Has practiced law since 
that time at Los Angeles, California, except for a period from 1917 to 1919 
when, he served overseas' with United States Array. Appointee determined to have 
been member and chvirman of various boards indicating his varied interests. 
Secretary, law partners, neighbors and acquaintances variously described 
appointee and all members of his family as loyal Americans of highest character, 
reputation and associates. All recommend appointee as to ability for 
resoonsible position witli United States Government except former United States 
Attorney CHARLES H. CARR, who stated appointee does not have a judicious mind, 
that he is partisan in his approach to all matters of a political nature, and 
that he therefore wc’ild be "dangerous" as chairman of the Commission on 
Government Security. One attorney states appointee not loyal to one faction 
of the Republican Party when appointee and the then Governor EARL WARREN of 
California had differences of opinion as to the manner in which the California 
Horse Racing Board should.be run, appointee being chairman of the board at the 
time. Appointee and wife's names appeared in 19U7 in records of the American 
Russian Institute of Southern California, which organization has been designat¬ 
ed by the Attorney General of the United States pursuant to Executive Order 
3 10ix50. Credit rating of appointe^^i^ffimber^of his family satisfactory at 
Los Angeles. Son of appointhas restrained credit at 
Pasadena, California. No criminal record located for appointee or aq/ member of 
his family in Los Angeles area. mtri 

— uUU — 

REFERENCES : Bureau air^els to Los Angeles, dated January h and 11, 1956. | 

/.j San Francisbo airtel to Los Angeles, January 11, 1956. 'Y 

r 4/5 Los Angeles airtels to Bureau, dated January 7 and 10, 1956. 

A, /v A Washington Field airtel to Los Angeles, January 13, 1956. 
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DETAILS* 


SA^investigation at the University 
of Southern California.investigation at 
Beverl:^^^^C^^orni&j SA^^HHHI^^IDat Pasadena, California; 

at the Chrysler Corporation, Los Angeles, California. 
SE^HIH^^fl^checked the record^ofth^Retail Merchants Credit 
Association of Los Angeles and caused a check to be 

made of the files of the Los AngeleePolice Department and Los Angeles 
County Sheriff's Office. 


EDUCATION 


University of Southern California 
Los Angeles, California 


Registrar's Office, advised from her files 
on January 16, 195& that LOYD EARL WRIGHT, a graduate of the Hemet, 

California High School, ha d been admitted to the Law School from the 
University of Southern California Li beral Ar t s School in 19 12 and had 
receivgd his LL.B. De gree in 191$.. 

formed that appointee had been born on 
December 2U, 1892 at San Jacinto, California, and that his record with her 
office contained no information concerning his character, reputation, loyalty, 
associates or ability. 

Dean of the Law School, advised on 

January 16 , 1956 that he has known the appointee for 28 years both profession¬ 
ally and socially, and that the appointee was a_lecturer in the Sc hool , o f 
Law from 1921 to 1926^ apd i a a Universi ty of -Southern -California JTello* 
an3 a-n°"+- rtf t.hg 8 ftf 7 T ri Trustee s. 

apprised that appointee is a well- known practicing 
att orney in the Sou t hern California area, that he is highl y.xedfifl t ted,~ and 
^ of legalistic a blTity^ i?e informed that appointee is a 

loyal American of the h^ies^TyoSojrho renders to his country wherever 
and whenever possible. highly recomnended the appointee for 

a position of trust with the United States Government. 

4IIHIIHB President, advised on January 16, 19£6 that he 
has known appointee well since approximately 19 U 7 both professionally 
and socially, and that he has found appointee to be a man of high princ iples 
whos^charagter, reputation, loyalty and associates are all above reproach^ 
stated that he would highly recommend the appointee as an 


o gganizer and one capable of direct 
endeavor to improve tin 


Lsslon In i ts 

A-floroiia350a-j 


}sm 


iefit 


__ Alumni Association, advised on 

January 13, 195>6 that he has known the appointee for approximately 25 years 
Lt appointee i s one of the finest individuals he has ever known. 

Iapprised that he would highly recommend the appointee for 
position of trust with the United States Government. In addition,( 
stated that the appointee was in 191*7 and 19U8 President of th e Alumni— 
Association and performed an outstanding job while so designated. 


PROFESSIONAL DATA 


The Martindale - Hubbell Law Directory for 1955* as checked on 
January 6, 1956, reflects that the appointee was born in San Jacinto, 
California, on December 21*, 1892 and was admitted to the California Bar in 
1915. He was stated to have graduated from the University of Southern 
California with an LL.B. Degree in 1915 and to have belonged to Phi Delta phi 
Fraternity and Order of Coif. He was listed as a Trustee and Fellow of 
the University of Southern California, from 191*7 to 191*8} as President 
of the Alumni Association, from 19U7 to 191*8; as Chairman, Aviation 
Project Committee, State of California, from 19l*l* to 191*5} as Chairman, 
California Horse Racing Board, from 191*1* to 1951} and as a member of the 
Los Angeles (President 1937-1938) and American (member Board of Governors, 
191*6-191*9} member. House of Delegates, 1950-1952} President, 195U-1955) 

Bar Associations; the State Bar of California (President 191*0-191*1). 

This law directory lists appointee as the senior partner of the 
law firm of Wright, Wright, Green and Wright, 111 West 7th Street, 

Los Angeles, California, and 129 ELL Camino Drive, Beverly Hills, California. 



and clubs were listed as California Club, , Bel-Air Bay CLub and , __ I. 1 

Los Angeles Country Club. S.£L -C* f\^. >*•*£**<- f\u s S1L) ^ X nt '' • 

~ — * p -&\.C ^ ' < VpT~~ 


____bo Mr. LOYD WRIGHT, 111 West 7th 

Street, Los Angeles, California, advised on January 6, 1956 that she had 
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served in that capacity for the past 32 years or since 192U. 
apprised that appointee's father was Doctor LUCIUS A. WRIfflT, M. D., who 
in 1677 was a practicing physician in Toledo, Ohio, and the appointee's 
mother was NAAMAH PAULINE HANK, who was Matron at the Northwest Mental 



Hospital in Toledo where appointee's father was an Assistant Physician. 

She stated that appointee's mother and father were married lit Ohio and 
that during their later life livedir^os Angeles, California and both 
died in approximately 1932. stated that she had known 

appointee's parents and that they were both fine persons in all respects. 

A ■ $>/ I 3. \ T. | W - * j'O. I' V'< 

\ apprised that appointee's brother is Doctor CLIFFORD 

A.A WRIGHT, M. D., who presently practices medicine at 3875 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, California, and whose age is 75. /)Bhe stated that Doctor 
WRIpHT lives with his wife, Mrs. BESSIE/NEELL#WRIfflT, age 70 at South 
Irving Boulevard, Los Angeles, California^ Sne stated that appointee's 
-~jr sister, Mrs. GERTRUDE WRIGHT BOALICH, age 70, is a piano teacher and^ :JX- ' 

° 'Jx resides with her husband, Mr. GEORGE^BOALICH, age 71, at 111 No rth 

±,7£> Ramp art Boulevard, Los Angeles, California, and that Mr. BOALICH, is 
employed as an industrialist.#*^,« /?/, i;4 iW 


({ t -\^\that the appointee's wife’s parents were DUDLEY 
<f CLARISSA KINGSBURY and that Mr. KINGSBURY died in 1917 in Hemet, 
liijomia, and Mrs. KINGSBURY died in 1931vin Los Angeles, California!.. 

HPoalicVt i ' 1 **»• (?.** ‘lal/DfwA- alL-U 'll N..«'n It * • 


I She ptated that appointee's childr 
'JT^^Muembe^of his father's law fi. 

^ age 36, reside 
^ and have three children 
She stated that^l 
of Los Angeles, California, 




^*•« 


^■^m^^^stated Ih^^appointee' s daughter, ,\ 

E, age 35, i s age 37, and tha^mm^B 

■k of the Longbell Luiiber Company, Longview, Washingt on, and 
son of on^o^tne owners of the lumber company. She further stated that 
his father is A dmiral HAYNE^fiLLIS of San Marino, California, and that 

his wife have^K^nihOr children. 

stated that appointee's daughter,^ 

R age 33, resides at home with her parents at 336 So uthHudsoi^venue 

_jel es, Ca liforoiaj and that she i3 actlvein the- Junior League of 

Los Angeles work. fl r c ' ^ 


She informed that appointee's sonage 3 

e ‘ l the appointee’s^jy^^ruresides witV^is wife, ^ 
age 

;^fourch^dren, ages 8, 6 and h years and 6 months 
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stated that the appo intee graduated from the Hemet, 
California High School in 1910 and t herea fter ser ved for one year in the. 
Ca lifornia Legislature as derlt and then went to the University of Southern 
California, from which he graduated wi th an LL.B. Degree in 191 5. She 
g +gj-|pd t-hen hfip ame an attorney in the office of hi a hpnther 

ARTHUR WRIGHT i n the Currier Building, 212 West 3rd Street, I ns Aneelea^ 
California, that he went into the United States Army Infantry in 1917, 
serving with the American Expeditionary Forces in France until September, 1918, 
and that in September, 1918 he was married to Miss JULIA MARTHA KINGSBURY, 
who was born in Buffalo, Wyoming and whose family moved to Hemet, California 
in 1906 and who was a high school classmate of the appointee. She stated 
that the appointee resumed his law practice upon his discharge from the 


United States Army in August,. 1,910 with his hrathm- 


L7C 

L7P 


stated that the appointee's brother ARTHUR WRIGHT 
died in 192h at the age of U 8 and that his wife GUADALUPE ESTUDILLO 
WRIGHT died in 195U in Los Angeles at 72 years of age. 

Miss GARRETT stated that the appointee practiced law with a 
partner Mr. CHARL ES MIL LIKAN, from. 1937 tcf 19^_. whenTET'MILLIKAN died, 
un5er the firm name of Wright and M illikan. 



She stated that the pr esent law firm of Wri tdit. .Wright, Grsjen 
an d Wright was organized i n 19li9 ah# has., on n tinned to the present--time, 
and that_0bie appointee is the senior member thereof. 

stated that the appointee gr adua ted from the Command 
a nd General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth. Kansas r in J anuary , 19IT? 
and served as a member of the Board of Appeals of the Attorney General of 
the United States, in connection with hearings of enemy aliens; that he 
was World War II Chairman of the Aviation Project Conmittee, State of 
California and from 19Wi to 1951 was a member and Chairman of the 
California Horse Racing Board. She stated that he is a past President 
of the National Association of State Racing Commissioners, is past President 
of the Society For Independent Motion Picture Producers, is past President 
of the Alumni Association of the University of Southern California, is a 
1 32nd Degree Mason, a me mber of Scotti sh Rite, a member of the Knights 
Templar and a Shriner. ^H^^UPP volunteered the information that 
1 the appointee is a member of the First Congregational Church of Los Angeles 
l and is an ardent Republican. 

stated that prior to the appointee's brother's, 
ARTHUR WRIGHT'S, death in I 92 I 4 that he had been retained by CHARLES CHAPLIN 
a well-known movie actor, and is presently retained by such individuals 


\ 
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as JACK BENNY and CHARLES LATJOHTON* She stated that he has at times been 
retained by such persons as GEORGE RAFT, MARY PICKFORD, GARY COOPER,, 
CLARK GABLE, MARGARET O’BRIEN, SHIRLEY TEMPLE, GEORGE BURNS and 
GRACIE ALLEN, all well known motion picture actors; by HAL WALLACE, 

DAVID SELZNIK and ERIC STROMBEHG, well-known directors and producers, and 
by Columbia Studios, a motion picture concern. She stated that appointee 
has in the past been retained by such companies as Sak's Fifth Avenue 
Stores, the Chrysler Corporation and by Karl's Shoe Stores. 


\flc stated that during her association with the appointee 

I'tTs she has found him and all members of his family to be persons of the highest 
oersonal integrity, to be of excellent character and reputation, to be 
loyal and patriotic and to have committed no unethical act whatever. 

She stated that she would highly recommend the appointee for a confidential 
position with the United States Government, b elieving him to be a n 
e xcellent organizer, execut ive, corp o rate at torney and to be well qualified 
for anjT position offered him. 



According to information contained in the Fourth Report, Un-American 
Activities, in California, for 191*8, Mr. CHARLES CHAPLIN was listed as a 
sponsor of the 191*2 Congress of American Soviet Friendship, at page 321*, 
which organization was described as a Communist front group. 

In 191*3-191*1* CHARLES CHAPLIN was listed as a national sponsor 
of the National Council of American Soviet Friendship, according to the 
Fourth Report, Un-American Activities in California for 191*8 at page 322. 

The National Council of American Soviet Friendship and the Communist Party 
have been designated by the Attorney General of the United States pursuant 
to Executive Order 10l*i>0. 

The Fourth Report on Un-American Activities in California for 191*8 
lists CHARLES CHAPLIN, on page 189, as a sponsor in 191*2 of the Artists 
Front to Win the War, which organization was described as a Communist front 
group. 


The New York Times Newspaper of New York City for March 2k, 19l*9 
carried the name of CHARLES CHAPLIN in a list as a sponsor of the 
Cultural and Scientific Conference for World Peace. The National Council 
of Arts, Sciences and Professions was listed as the sponsor of the conference. 
This information appears on page 1*79, Fifth Report on Un-American Activities 
in California for 191*9. The National Council of Arts, Sciences and 
Professions was listed as a Communist front group in this publication. 
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Investigation during 193 
Special Inquiry". 


_ was investigated by the Federal Bureau of 

and 1956 under the caption 


The Los Angeles Mirror newspaper of April 2, 1955 carried an 
iteri that GEORGE RAFT, the movie actor, had been denied a gambling license 
in Las Vegas, Nevada, for "allegedly hobnobbing with hoodlums". He was 
refused the permit "because his background does not warrant it". However, 
the Los Angeles TimeB newspaper of December 20, 1955 had an item that 
RAFT had been recommended for a gambling license by the State (Nevada) 
Gaming Control Board. 


known the 
been a 
that 


appointee since 


_advised on January 12, 

1930, working in his off! 
lintee's firm since 19li9. 
oT 


1956 that he has 
he has 
apprised 
1 9U9 until 


.c^^n^that 
m 19l 


was a member of ~ the law 

he voluntarily resigned in December, 1955 to become associated with the 
Howard Hughes Aircraft Company. 

€■■■0 stated that^mi^HD and the appointee were 
pn>fessior»^^and socially associated and both were well-known to each 
other. ^HUHBstated thattheappointee was disappointed wher 
resigned from the law firm. ^B^Mj^JPkp prised that he had since 1930 
ac companied the appointee on pract ically-.agera^.visit to the home of 
( EARLES CHAPLIN to confer with him on legal matters , and that he can never 
recall chapiAn attempting in any way to influence theappointe e with any 
international views or ideology he may have had. stated that 

the appointee is a "passionately" loyal individual whose views were 
well-known to CHARLES CHAPLIN and that Mr. CHAPLIN would never have been so 
ill advised as to try to influence the appointee to his way of thinking. 


' stated that the l aw firm has jj 

GEORGE RAFT .for the past five years an d Llial lie.^l 
95 percent of the business for the fim with RAFT. 


business with 
Tiad TiahaTecl 


_stated that the appointee has been a member of the 

Board of Directors of Trans World Airlines for about seven years and was 
on the Board of Directors of the United States Spring and Bumper Company 
for over 1$ years before it was bought out by the Rheem Manufacturing 
Company in 195U« He stated that the appointee was on the Board of the 
Me Clintock Manufacturing Company, 2700 South Eastern Avenue, Los Angeles, 
California, until it was bought out by the Mudd family in 1953, and that 
the appointee is not on the Board of Directors of the ne?/ company. 

(stated that the appointee has been on the Board of Directors 
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of the Roscoe Moss Company, a water well concern located at U 36 O Worth, 
Los Angeles, California, since 1930; that he has been on the Board of 
Directors of Cole of California, Incorporated, 2615 Fruitland Avenue, 
Vernon, California, in excess of 10 years; and that he has been on the 
Board of Directors of the Cohn Goldwater Manufacturing Company of 
Los Angeles for about 15 years. 


stated that appointee's true name is LOYD KARL WRICHT, 
but that he is more popularly known as LOYD WRIGHT. He stated that the 
appointee is also on the Board of Directors of t he Reserve Oil Comp any 
of San Francisco, California and is well-known 

of that company. He stated that the appointee was on the Board of Directors 


of the Southern Pipe and Casing Company, which company was sold to the 
United States Industries in December, 1955* 


stated that appointee has represented a number of large 
companies in California in addition to those named, that he gets along 
well with people, is a "hard fighter", and very definitely and carefully 
conc erns hims~81f WT t h_ Tri^nes s~ ffStters which he thiHK3~through to"a"logical 
conclusion, and alter forming an opinion unswervingly maintains it. 


stated that appointee is a "loyal lawyer", that he has 
seldom appeared in court rooms and has had the highest type of corporate 
practice since he began practicing law. 


^MHMtated that the appointee was appointed a member of 
the California Horse Racing Board in 19UU by the then Governor EARL WARREN, 
and that he was elected Chairman of the Board by the other members shortly 
after his appointment. He sta ted that the appo intee was its Chairman 
unt il in 1951 when he objected to the lnt errer^3ge’~ghd_infltfence ”o’f*‘ 

Los Ang eles newspap ers and particularly their advocating ~EFfe~gIv£H£' of 
f unds designated, for charitytothel r ypst ^char iti'es" ‘arid' not to the ones 
designated by the_ Board. stated that the appointee objected 

al so to lobbyis ts"fo r rac e trackB in California in the^Sfale~ca p lt£ l , 
an d he objec te d fu ftfoer ,tn newspapers 3.ff^iD£with.hi® and.the Board 
m embers in their decis ion. He stated that apparently Governor WARREN 

( did not agree with appointee in his beliefs and that appointee had 
written Governor WARREN a letter stating that apparently they did not 
completely agree on matters concerning policy and perhao^that he, appointee, 
should be replaced as Chairman o f the Board, whi ch jimp’s tated Governor 
WARREN promptly did. informed that apparently a number of 

politicians and others in Southern California turned against the appointee 
because of his disagreements with Governor WARREN and that the appointee 
supported another faction of the Republican Party to the Ch icago Republ ican 
Convention in 1952 than the one supporting Governor WARREN. 
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apprised that the appointee and Governor WARREN have to his knowledge been 
friends since that time, but not as closely associated a3 before. 

stated that he would unhesitatingly recommend the 
appointee for a position of trust and confidence with the United States 
Government, inasmuch as he, his sons, and the members of their families, 
and the appointee*s family, are all persons of excellent character and 
reputation, are considered loyal and as having good associates. 


a partner of the law firm of Wright, 
Wright, Green and Wright, advised on January 6, 1956 that he is not 
related to the appointee but has known him since 1927. 


"described the apoointee 


indivi dual who is a "hard driver 1 * and excellent organizer. He stated that 
the characters, reputations and associates of~fche app61rif5e and all members 


of his family are excellent, and that he would recommend them all as to 
loyalty and the appointee to serve in a position of national importance. 


Attorney in the law firm Wright, Wright, 
Green and Wright, infomedonJanuary 6, 1956 that he has known the 
appointee and his family since 1925 and has the utmost reapect for_hjjn 
and his,a bility. He stated that the appointee is a "terrific organizer 
and arbiter " r and that he and the members of his family are all persons 
of excellent character, reputation, loyalty and associates. He stated that 
the appointee has for a number of years been a member of the Board of 
Directors of the Cohn-Goldwater Manufacturing Company, which has 
recently beenre-namedthe American Paper Box Company, Los Angeles, 
California. ^IH^HHIHNtate^thatJi^y^ther is part owner of the 
company and the other owner who was formerly named 

COHN, who is also part owner of Cole o^Ca^ffomia, Incorporated. 

stated that he would recommend the appointee without 
reservation for any position of national importance where he can be of 
service. 


PERSONAL DATA 

The files of the Los Angeles Times newspaper, as checked on 
January 10, 1956, reflect articles concerning the appointee as follows: 

October 19, 1938 - Appointee elected Chairman of the University 
of Southern California Loyalty Fund Committee for 1938-1939. 
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January 29, 1942 - Appointee was appointed President of the 
Society of Independent Motion Pictures, Incorporated. 

s 

July 30, 1942 - Appointee was a member of the War Savings 
Staff Committee and Chairman of a special Build Ships 
Premiere Committee. 

December 15>, 1944 - Appointed member by Governor EARL WARREN 
to California Horse Racing Board. 

August 23, 1945 - Elected Chairman of the California Horse 
Racing Board. 

September 12, 1945 - Appointed Chairman for the second time 
of the State Aviation Project Committee. 

October 16, 1945 - Elected member of the Board of the 
National Legal Aid Association. 

May 9 , 1948 - Appointee gave a report to the University 
of Southern California Alumni, in which he advocated a ’'loyalty 
test for teachers - those entrusted with the sacred duty 
of building the character of our youth". 

September 20, 1953 - An article in which appointee was stated 
to have been named to the Commission on Judicial and Congressional 
Salaries by Vice President NIXON. 

March 10, 1954 - Appointee nominated President of the American 
Bar Association. 

November 11, 1955 - appointee named to a 12 man commission on 
Government Security by Vice President NIXON. 

December 15, 1955 - Appointee elected Chairman of the Special 
Bipartisan Commission created by congress to look into 
federal loyalty - security programs. 

The files of the Los Angeles Times also reflected that the appointee 
had been a member of the House of Delegates, American Bar Association, policy 
making body, from 1940 to 1953; a Director of the American Judicature Society; 
Director of the National Legal Aid Association and a member of the Board of 
Directors of the American Bar Association, Endowment. 


10 



• LA 77-7692 


_ Los Angeles Bar 

Association, £10 South Spring Street, advised on January 6, 1956 that 
the appointee had been admitted to membership on June 9, 1921 and that 
in February, 1930 he was elected as Secretary) in February, 1931 was 
elected as Trustee and elected as Secretary by the Board of Trustees; 
in February, 1932 he was held over as Secretary and in February, 1933 was 
again elected a Trustee and elected Secretary by the Board of Trustees; 
in February, 193U he was held over in this position and in February, 1935 
was elected as Junior Vice President; that in February, 1936 he was elected 
as a Senior Vice President and in February, 1937 he was elected President. 


named committees: 


i stated that appointee has served on the following 


1=76 
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1933> Special Joint Committee on Superior Courts, Vice Chairman. 
193b, Constitutional Rights Committee. 

193 U, Vice Chairman, Special Joint Conanittee on Superior Courts. 
1935^ Program Committee. 

1935, Budget Committee. 

1935, Advisors to Junior Barristers. 

1936, Advisors to Junior Barristers. 

1936, Chairman of Committee on Parole Reform. 

1937, Finance Committee. 

1939, Program Committee. 

1939, Adviser to Women's Junior Committee. 

19U0, Appointing Bond Committee. 

1950, Committee on New County Court House, 

1950, Committee on Public Relations* 

1953, Committee Regarding "Package Membership". 

1955, Committee Regarding Filming of Architects of Freedom. 


Istated that he has known the appointee for 28 years and 
that he is of excellent character and reputation, is considered loyal 
and as h aving honorable associ ates. He stated that he woul d highly recommen d 
appointee for a position of trust and that his records indicate that no 
gr ievances have ever been filed against_the appointee. _ 

stated he had known the appointee's father and that he 
was a United States Agent in charge of Indian Wards in and around San Jacinto, 
California, prior to his death. 


__ _ _ 

U58 South Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, advised on January 9, 1956 

that L OYD EARL WRIGHT was admitted as a membe ronJunell. 1915 and t.n the 
District Court of Appe_als p t the same tjm<;. ^MMBMBEtated that no 
grievances have ever been recorded against the appointee, that he has known 
him for four years to be a person of excellent character and reputation 
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and as having good associates. He stated he has never had any reason to 
doubt the appointee's loyalty and would recommend him as to his ability 
for a position of high trust* 


12 





NEIGHBORHOOD 


Lob Angeles, California 


advised on January that she Is 

W an d has known the app ointee 
an^al^member ^o^hlB fami ly for the pastjJH^I^years 
as neighbors. JH^Bm^^advlsed that the appointee and 
his f amily hav^th^pes^of reputations, characters and 
associates^ She stated that she has never had any reason 
to question the loyalty of the appointee or any member of 
his family. 


advised on Januar; 


he has known the appointee and all members of his family 
socially since about 193 ^ when th^appolnte^purchased the 
home at 336 South Hudson Avenue. ^m^m^Lnformed that 
the appointee's character, reputation and loyalty are all 
excellent and that the members of his family likewise bear 
the same characteristics, and that all have good and desirable 
associates. He stated that he would unhesltantly recommend 
the appointee for a high position of trust with the United States 
Government. 


advlsedon January 16, 1956, that he Is anJjj^HHHJHr 

[land is married to the atep-daughteWbff4)^t<CLIPPi 
A. WRIGHT, a brother of the appointee. m[m^apprls 
that he has known the appointee for thirty years both 
professionally and socially and that the appointee and all 
members of his family are persons of excellent character, 
reputation, loyalty and associates; that th e appointee I s 
p articularly antl-Communlst and Is highly recommended by 
him for a position In the National Government pertaining 
to the Loyalty Security Program of the government. 
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ACQUAINTANCES 


The following named Individuals were Interviewed 
on the dates Indicated. The number of years they have known 
the appointee Is shown, together with the manner of association. 
All described the appointee and members of his family, where 
known, as being of excellent character and reputation, as 
having good and desirable associates, and as being a loyal 
American citizen. Some of the Individuals listed descr ibed 
the appointee_j&£. being "passionately loyal" and as havin g^ 
anl ntense des ire to serve his country. All persons familiar 
w ith appo intee Is^billtiL-descrlbed _hj,m. as atf outstanding 
corpo rate a ttorne y ajiQL. as being an excellent organ!zer 
and ad ministrator. All recommended him for a high position 
of trust with the United. States Government. 

Attorney General EDMUND G. BROWN, State of 
California, State Building, Los Angeles, California, January 
11, 1956 , ten years professionally. 

Assistant Attorney General PRANK J. MACKIN, State 
of California, State Building, Los Angeles, California, 

January 11, 1956, twelve years professionally.* 

Presiding Justice CLEMENT L. SHINN, District 
Court of Appeals, State of California, Division #3, State 
Building, Los Angeles, California, January 11, 1956, forty four 
years professionally and socially. 

Associate Justice ALLEN W. ASHBURN, District Court 
of Appeals, State of California, Division #2, State Building, 

Los Angeles, California, January 11, 1956, twenty two years 
professionally and socially. 

United States District Court Judge WILLIAM M. 

BYRNE, Federal Building, Los Angeles, California, January 11, 
1956, thirty years professionally and socially. 

United States District Court Judge WILLIAM C. 

MATHES, Federal Building, Los Angeles, California, January 
11, 1956, thirty two years professionally and socially. 
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Rheem Manufacturing Company, 4951 Alcoa Avenue, 
allf ornla. January 13* 1956, eight years professionally 
advised that the Rheem Manufacturing Company 
purchased the U. S. Spring and Bumper Company in 1954 and from 
19^8 to 1954 the appointee was a member of the Board of 
Directors of the U. S. Spring and Bumper Company. 




Trans 

Airlines, 620 West 6th Street, Los Angeles, C 
January 13* 1956, nine years professionally, 
advised that the appointee is legal counsel for Trans Wor 
Airlines and has been on its Board of Directors since 1946, 


imHHpPak's 

Wil shire Blvd., Lo^Angeles^^^^orn^^January 16, 1956, 
twelve years professionally. IHmfstated that 
the appointee has been legal counsel for Sale's Fifth 
Avenue for at least the past twelve years. 
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Mr. CHARLES H. CARR, Attorney at Law, 417 South 
Hill Street, Los Angeles, California, advised on January 
17* 1956, that he was United States Attorney, Southern 
District of California, Los Angeles, California, from 
June, 1943 to June, 1946; that he was also formerly an 
Assistant Attorney General of the United States. 

Mr. CARR informed that he has known the appointee 
for about fifteen years in a professional way only; 
that the appointee was a member of a Special Alien Enemy _ 

Hearing Board from approximatel y April, 1942 to May , 1946^. 
but as such was hoT"responsible to him, Mr. CARR, while 
he was United States Attorney, but rather to a Special Assistant 
to the Attorney General who had an office in the Federal 
Building at Los Angeles, California, and who is now deceased. 

Mr. CARR recalled that he had observed that 
approximately ninety five per cent of the alie n s, oth e r than, 
those of Japanese ancestry, that cam e'be fore the Board 
q T which tne appointee was a me mber, had b een ruled-as 
be ing dan gerous t o the intern al securi ty of th e Uni ted .States 
and thaTThe appointee "leaned over backward 11 to exclude 
as man y of them as he could from the West Coast. 

Mr. CARR informed that the appointee was "a nut" 
to give the speech he did and which was reprinted in the 
U. S. News and World Report Magazine in November, 1955, 

Wherein he asserted that any attorney that used the Fifth 
Amendment to shield himself from giving testimony should be 
disbarred. He apprised that the Fifth Amendment is as much 
a part of the United States laws as the rest of the constitution. 
Mr. CAR R state d that the appointee w as not p ossessed pf a. 

.judicious mind; thatThe was partisan in his approach to a ll matter s 
of a political nature, and that he, therefore, would be "dangerous " 
aa Tchalrman of the Commission on Government Security. Mr. CARR 
informed that he himself was a member of a loyalty hearing bo ard 
but resigned not long after his appointment because he could not 
stand to see the_ ,, pers e : cut lon of .poor government clerks’^"by The 
gove rnment who were unable to emplo y lega l"coun sel" anid ‘coul d no t 
therefore defend themselv es. 
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Mr. CARR stated that not only would he not 
r ecommend the appointee for memberahlP_j^ Jth e_CQmmlfifllan 
on Go vernment Securi ty, t^t tftat he would oppose it. 

He apprised that the app ointee Is too dictatorial, forces 
hl8_ vf lll on others 1 an d would not operate in the pest _ 
interests of the'government^ in_his approaching study 
on the 'loyalty "secu rity measures o f th e Unlted_ Statea 
Government;_thatTEftTpart isahsh Tp would cloud Jiifl. 

Judgment. 

1 

Mr. CARR stated that he would decline to furnish 
a Bigned statement for personal reasons, but would testify 
under oath before a hearing board in appointee's presence 
concerning his opinion of him. He informed that the 
appointee '3 oharacter_and_reputa tion a re excellent; Jt hat he 
believes him to be a loya l America n citizen , but.that-he 
has~ n tbo many Republican friends.” Mr. CARR volunte ered 
that he himself was a registered Democrat. 
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Lob Angelesfl|0 an Attorney and official of the 
United States Governm^^tt Los Angeles, California, advised on 
January 11, 1956,, that he has known the appoi ntee since 1948 
in a professional capacity only. Los Angeles^J^ reoalled 
the appointee as being a member of the California Horse 
Ra cing Board arid as its Chairman fron i_19.45-to_-1951. He stated 
that the appointee had been g iven the position bv the than 
Governor EARL WARREN . 

Los Angeles ^^Frecalled that the appointee and 
Go vernor WARREN had differences in .judgment and that it 
had become necessary for Governor WARREN to remove the 
appointee from his position aB Chairman of the California 
Horse Racing Board and it had caused a splitbetween the 
appointee and Governor WARREN. Los AngelesH^ stated that 
he personally had been loyal to Governor WARREN thereafter 
and that it was his belief that by splitting with Governor 
WARREN, the employee had shown disloyalty to the Republican 
Party. He recalled that the appointee had supported 
Governor WARREN in his gubernatorial campaigns but after the 
split occurred he supported another faction than that headed 
by Governor WARREN at the Republican National Convention 
in Chicago, Illinois, in 1952. 

Los Angeles^BVstated that in his opinion the 
appointee is of good character and reputation and is a loyal 
American citizen. He apprised that he would recommend the 
appointee for a high position of trust involving the national 
security. 


MISCELLANEOUS 

In April of 194 7. according to Los Angeles 
a confidential informant who has furnished reliable information 
in the past and who has refused to furnish a signed statement 
or appear before a hearing board, the names of Mr. and Mrs. 

LOYD WRIGHT. Ill West 7th Street, Los Angeles, California , 
a ppeared on the mailing list of the American Russian Institu te 
of Southern California. 
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Los Angeles 


Is unavailable 


for recontact. 


The American Russian Institute of Southern California 
has been designated by the Attorney General of the United 
States pursuant to Executive Order 10450. 


The flle^of Los Angelesfl^l a municipal agency, 
and of Los Angelestj^H a county ag^^^ which files contain 
some information cc^erning Communist Party activities in 
the Los Angeles area, were checked during this investigation 
and revealed no information concerning the appointee, or his 
wife. 


T he U. S. Neva and World Report Magazine for 
N ovember 25, 1955* carried an'article entitled , j A Leading 
Lawyer Explainsdee and Abuse of Fifth Amendment”, which 
was the full text of an address "The Lawyer's Responsibility 
and the Fifth Amendment" delivered by the appointee, then 
President of the American Bar Association before the Law 
Club of Chicago, Illinois, on February 25, 1955. 

At the outset, the appointee pointed out that 

the clause of the Fifth Amendment that reads: "No person. 

shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself," was his subject for discussion as it 
pertained especially to attorneys. 

The appointee stated that the "purpose behind the 
privilege against self-incrimination is the protection 
of the Innocent" and "the impossibility of divorcing the 
question of guilt from questions of the fairness of the procedures 
by which guilt is determined is a fact that lawyers constantly 
live with". He stated further that "It follows that if we 
would protect the innocent we must shield the guilty." 

He asserted that "It is difficult to conceive any investigation 
more important to the administration of Justice and to the 
(rrtTrarmmonf hoth state and National, than whether a lawver. 
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"Loyalty to nation alone should be a sufficient 
Incentive to speak truthfully and frankly when properly 
Interrogated* but the inherent loyalty that an individual 
owes to his country added to the greater responsibility 
of being an officer of the court, and therefore a trustee 
of the future privileges of our citizens, certainly compel 
frankness and truthfulness in this regard." 

"While there Is a constitutional right not to 
testify if a witness in good faith believes his testimony 
might incriminate him, this right flows to a person as an 
individual. It never was intended to protect a witness 
in an office. And it cannot prevent the court from 
determining whether the witness publicly invoking the 
5th Amendment has not cast such suspicion on his fitness as 
an officer of the court that he should no longer enjoy the 
privilege. The court may not only withdraw its certification 
of him to the public and strike his name from its rolls, but 
It has the duty under such circumstances to do so. 


"To summarize, it seems to me clear that the 
privilege against self-Incrimination conferred by the 5th 
Amendment does not, properly construed and limited, so 
hamper our efforts to preserve our way of life that It must 
be sacrificed or abandoned. The danger lies rather In the 
intentional misuse and the inadvertent extension of the 
privilege to mask attempts to destroy the government." 


The files of the Clerk of the Municipal Court, 

303 North Broadway, Los Angeles, California, as checked on 
January 16, 1956, reflect Action #591686, which was file^^ 
on Augu st ^^194^^I^jras a suit for money in which \olCs 

fl^jjpfand4|HmHHH9 were shown as plaintiffs and the 
Chrysler Sales Corporation, Chrysler Motor Parts Corporation, 
Chrysler Motors of California, Chrysler Corporation, Dodge 
Brothers Corooration, LOYD WRIGHT and CHARLES E. MILLIKAN, 
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been promised but not paid. In an answer filed by the 
defendants on August 26, 1941, the debt was denied by 
the firm of Wright and Millikan representing all defendants. 
The suit was dismissed without trial with prejudice on 
November 26, 1941. 


These files further reveal Action #408623 filed 


May 14, 1936, by< 


doing business as Western 


Iron and Metal Company, as plaintiff, vs. LOYD WRIGHT, 


\no 


Pour Star Mining Company and several JOHN DOEs 
as defendants. This suit was for money In the sum of $311.51. 
On November 25* 1936, a satisfaction of Judgment wa3 filed 
without trial. 


CREDIT AND CRIMINAL 


The files of the Retail Merchants Credit Association 
of Los Angeles, as checked on January 9* 1956, reflect a 
satisfactory credit rating on the appointee and his wife, JULIA. 

These files, as checked on January 12, 1956, 
reflected that the appointee's brother, 'CLIFFORD A. WRIGHT, 
a physician, with wife BESSIE, was the subject of a report 
In December, 1952, and had been known to the file since 1924. 
His address was listed as 454 South Irving Blvd., Los Angeles, 
California, and his credit rating was listed as eminently 
satisfactory. 



These flies, as checked on January 9, IS 
reflect a credit report on appointee's daughter,! 

B which was complied In January, 1954, and listed 
her address as 336 South Hudson Avenue, Los Ange les^ Cal' 
Her credit rating was listed as satisfactory and|~ 
was stated to be "a very fine girl." 


ornla. 
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These files, as checked further on Janua ry 9 , 
1956 , refl ect a report compiled on appointee’s son,B 

in September, 1951 in which he was stated to be 
an attorney with the law firm of Wright, Wright, Green 
and Wright, Los Angeles, California. No loca 
shown and no rating given the account of 


These files, as checked further on January 9 > 
1956 , reflected a report on appointee's brother-in-law, 
GEORGE R. BOALICH, age 65 , wife, GERTRUDE, which report 
was compiled in June, 1952 and which showed them residing 
at 111 North Rampart, Los Angeles, California. This 
report reflected that Mr. BOALICH was a final inspector 
with the Airesearch Manufacturing Company, 9^51 Sepulveda 
Blvd., Los Angeles, California. His credit rating and that 
of his wife were listed as satisfactory. 


lie 

Mt> 


The files of the P asad ena Merc 
as checked on January 10, 1956, b 




revealed that 



The files of the Beverly HlllsPo^^^Department, 
Beverly Hills, California, as checked bydHHlBl^HB 
on January 9 , 1956, reflected no information concerning the 
appointee or any of the members of his family. 


The files of the Pasaden a Police Department 
Pasadena, California, as checked by^H 
on January 10, 1 956, revealed no i nformation on the 

annnlnt.pp nrvn Mo 
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■ The referenced airtel from the Washington Field 

Office to Los Angeles dated January 13* 1956, set forth 
the names of three attorneys and four Judges who were stated 
by Assistant Attorney General STANLEY N. BARNES to know 
the appointee well. It Is to be noted that two of the attorneys 
and one of the Judges were Interviewed during thl 3 Investigation 
and It was deemed inadvisable to Interview all persons 
suggested In reairtel due to the then completed scope of 
Investigation. 


In 19^6 the Federal Bureau oflnvest^ation 
conducted an investigative relative to wa. 


Illegal We aring of the Uniform. It is to be ^ - 

noted that^^^^H^; the son of Admiral HAYNE ELLIS, U. S. 

Navy Retired and former Director of the Office of Naval 
Intelligence, Washington, D. C., Is the son-in-law of the 
appointee. It is to be noted that while the office of origin 
in this matter wa 3 New York that the investigation appeared 
inconclusive and ill founded and no prosecutive action 
was taken agalnstj 


INFORMANTS 


Los Angeles isl 

Federal Building, Los Angeles, California, who 
specif ically requested that his Identity be concealed, to SA 

on l/H/ 56 . _ 

Los Angeles^^P is anonymous 



Los Angeles is the files of the Los Angeles 
Po lice Depart ment An ti-Subversive Detail, as checked by SE 

on January 11, 1956. 


Los Angelesis the files of the Los 
Angeles County Sheriff's Offic e Anti-Subversive Detail, as 
bv SE on January 10, 1956. 


Office 


TO 


noH 


IUBJBCT: 


Ts/lemorandum 

o 






LOYD WRIGHT, 
SPI 


aka. 


) 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATB:January 18, 


Tolsoo . 


W7c 



Wimcrrowd - 

Tele. Room- 

Holloman-- 

Goody - 


Wright has been appointed Chairman of the Commission on Government 
Security. Our inquiry reflects that he was a close associate of Chief Justice 
Warren while Mr. Warren was Governor of California and Warren had 
appointed him to the California Racing Commission. 

On January 18, 1956, I contacted Chief Justice Warren pursuant 
to a request from the Special Inquiry Section concerning Wright. The 
Chief Justice stated that he had known Wright for approximately 25 years 
and could offer no derogatory information concerning his loyalty, honesty, 
or integrity; however, the Chief Justice advised that he would not appoint 
Wri ght to any position, butjiis r ea sons were strictly p ersona l inasmuch, as. 
while wright was serving on the RacingTJommission in California he and the 
Chief Justice had numerous disagreement s, but these were entirely persona l 
and the Chief Justice would not let his personal reasons interfere in his 
recommendations of Wright as to his character. 

ACTION : 

This memorandum should be referred to the Special Inquiry Section 
for its information. 
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January 27, 1956 


PERSONAL AND CO M ** 
BY COURIER SERVICE 


Honorable Richard Nixon 
The Vice President 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. Vice Presidents 



In accordance with the request contained 
in your letter dated December 30, 1955, an investigation 
was conducted of Mr. Loyd Earl Wright, Chairman, 
Commission on Government Security. The results of 
this investigation are contained in the enclosed 
summary. 


The records of another governmental agency 
were not available for review during the investigation. 
You will be promptly advised when these records have 
been examined. 


I wish to advise that this investigation 
covered inquiries as to the character, loyalty, 
general standing and ability of Mr. Wright, but no 
inquiries were made as to the sources of his income. 



Enclosure 

i 


i 


NOT I 



Sincerely yours, 

.r/V 


2. Ec; 



NOT RECORDED £ 
^ TC FE B 15 1956 v 
See covetl'memo to R osen '•>' 

1/26/56, FMFrjlp .x 
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January 27 , 1956 


* \ 


PERSONAL AND eO tt PH) DNTiAfc 
BY COURIER SERVICE 







Honorab]e Sherman Adams 
The Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 


My dear Mr. Adams: 

In accordance with the request contained in 
a letter dated December 30, 1955» from the Honorable 
Richard Nixon an investigation was conducted of 
Mr. Loyd Earl Wright. The results of this investigation 
are contained in the enclosed summary, a copy of which 
has been furnished to Mr. Nixon. 

The records of another governmental agency 
were not available for review during the investigation. 
You will be promptly advised whe n these records have 
been examined. 


ON —V— - 


I wish to advise that this investigation covere* 
inquiries as to the character, loyalty, general 
standing and ability of Mr. Wright, but no inquiries 
were made as to the sources of his income. 






'Y 

FMF:|1 w 


NOTE: 


Sincerely yours, 

J . hr 


See cover memo _ 

1/26/56, FMFrjlp 
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January 27, 1956 
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 


LOYD EARtTftfRIGHT 


-■■Li /_•/;/ </ 


I. BIOGRAPHICAL DATA 
Birth 


r 

J.U, 

T >.1 


The records of the San Diego County Recorder’s 
Office, San Diego, California, reflect an affidavit was 
filed on May 24, 1939» certifying to the birth of the 
,ro . appointee on December 24, 1892, at San Jacinto, California, 
to Lucius Alonzo Wright and Naamah Pauline Wright, 

Education 

The appointee graduated from Hemet Union High 
School, Hemet, California, in June. 1910. The available 
records of this school also indicate that he was enrolled 
during the 1910-11 school term,as his name was listed on 
October 25, 1910, as a "special" student. 

The records of the University of Southern 
California, Los Angeles, California, reflect the appointee 
was awarded an LL.B. degree in 1915* According to officials 
of the University of Southern California, the appointee is a 
fellow of the University of Southern California, is. a past 
member of the Board of Trustees and was president of the 
Alumni Association in 1947-48. 

Legal Status 

The appointee was admitted to practice as an 
attorney in all courts in the State of California on 
June 11, 1915. He was admitted to practice before the 
Supreme Court of the United States on June 2, 1947. 

The records of the Los Angeles Bar Association, 
olson _Los Angeles, California, reflect Mr. Wright was admitted to 




the Los Angeles Bar Association on June 9, 1921* From 1930 
to 1937* he served at various times as secretary, trustee, 
Junior vice president and senior vice president of the 
association, and In 1937 he was elected president. During 
the period 1933-55 he also served on numerous committees. 

Hie records of the State Bar of California, 

San Francisco, California, reflect the appointee became a 
member on June 11, 1915* served on the Board of Governors 
from 1938 to 1941, and was president in 1940 to 194-1. 

An official of the American Bar Association, 

Chicago. Illinois, advised that Mr. Wright has been a member 
of the American Bar Association since 1926, served as a 
member of the Board of Governors from 1946 to 194-9* and was 
president of the association in 1955* 

hiladelphia, Pennsylvania, 
advised that Mr. Wright is currently president of the 
International Bar Association. 



According to officials of the above bar organizations, 
Mr. Wright is a member in good standing of these organizations 
and no unfavorable information has been received concerning 
him. 

Military Service 

Mr. Wright*s military service record reflects that 
he was appointed a first lieutenant in the Officers Reserve 
Corps. United States Army, on August 24, 1917* and entered 
on active duty on November 27, 1917. He was honorably 
discharged on August 2, 1919* as a first lieutenant. During 
his period of service he served eight months and twenty 
days In foreign service in Europe. The appointee's military 
service file contained no unfavorable Information concerning him. 


Employment 


Upon Mr. Wright's graduation from law school in 
1Q15 he served as an attorney in the office of his brother, 
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Arthur Wright, la Los Angeles until he entered the Uhlted 
States Army In 1917* He vas discharged from the Uhlted States 
Army In 1919 and resumed his lav practice with his brother, 
vho subsequently died In 1924. Blnoe 1924 Mr. Wright has 
been continuously engaged In the practice of lav to the 
present time. The present lav firm of Wright, Wright, 

Green and Wright, 111 West 7th Street, Los Angeles, 

California, was organised in 1949 and has continued to the 
present time with the appointee as senior member of the firm. 


The appointee and his lav firm have represented 
many prominent moving-picture actors and eatresses, producers 
and studios, as veil as large commercial enterprises, and 
continue to do so. 


During this investigation it was .aietemlned 
that Mr. Wright has also been employed in the folloving 
capacities. 


1910 


Clerk, California Legislature, 
Sacramento, California, 
(records not available). 


,1921 to 1926 


1938 to 1939 


1942 


April 17, 1942, to 
May 31, 1946 


Lecturer. University of Southern 
California Lav School. 

Los Angeles, California. 


Chairman. University of Southern 
California Loyalty Fund 
Committee. 


President. Society of Indepen¬ 
dent. Motion Picture; producers. 
Incorporated. 

Healing officer. Enemy Alien 
Control, at one dollar per annum, 
to serve as member of Hearing 
Board for Southern Dlstriot 
n*nfornla for purpose of 

* A. _ 



1944 to 1945 

1945 


1944 to 1951 


September 9t 1953» 
to January 15, 1954 


Chairman, Aviation ProJtot 
Comal state of 

California* 

•N 

’Maaibstr;, Board of Director a. 
national Legal Aid Association, 

Chicago, Illinois. 

Member and chairman, California 
Horse Racing Board, state of 
California. 

Member, Commission on Judicial 
and Congressional Salaries, 
Washington, D. C. 


It was also determined that Mr. Wright is a past 
or present member of the Board of Directors of the following 
companiest 


Trans World Airlines, Incorporated, slnoe 1946. 
United States Spring and Bumper Company, 1948-54. 
Southern Pipe and Casing Company, prior to December, 
1955* McClint 00 k Manufacturing Company, prior to 
1953* Roscoe Maas Company, since 1930. 

Cohn-Goldwater Manufacturing Company, past 
fifteen years. Cole of California, Incorporated, 
more than ten years. Reserve Oil and Oas 
Company, slnoe August, 1955* 


The appointee was married to Julia Martha Kingsbury 
on September 7, 1918. They maintain a permanent residence 
at 336 South Hudson Avenue, Los Angeles, California, 


BB9.MS, sbl immomw 
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and neighbors of the appoints vara interviewed during this 
investigation and favorably cowman tad concerning hi a 
character, reputation» associates, ability and loyalty to 
the United States i 




me 







Los Angeles, California. 


allfornla, 



Los Angeles, California 



Lav nm oi wrignt, Green and Wright, 

Los Angeles, California, 



lav firm of tfright, Wright, oreen and Wright, 
Los Angolas, California, 



>s Angelos b&r Association, 
Los Angelos, California, 



California state 
Los Angeles, California, 



neighbor, 


_neighbor, 

>s Angeles, California, vho is a retired vice 

§ resident and director of the Southern Counties 
as Coapany, 


>a Angeles, California, 
iMmnd o. Brovn, attorney general, 


»- l i i»4 






Judge Clement L. Shinn, District Court of Appeals 
8tate of California, Los Angeles, California. 

judge Allen W. Ashbum, District Court of Appeals 
State of California, Los Angeles, California. 

Judge William M. Byrne. United States District 
Court, Los Angeles, California. 

Judge William C. Mathes. United States District 
Court, Los Angeles, California. 

Judge Oscar C. Triplett, Superior Court, 

Los Angeles, California. 

Judge Burdette J. Daniels, Superior Court, 

Los Angeles, California. 


’*v»teiu«w 


xecutives Placement Agency, 
Los Angeles, California. 



r, Kearney 

Los Angeles, Calif 

ornla. 


Los Angeles, California 


Los Angeles, California 


e, Turner, Lake and Sprague 
Los Angeles, California. 




er, Lake and Sprague 
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Stanley H. Barnes, Assistant Attorney Oeneral 
United States Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 

Senator Herman Welker from Idaho, 

United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 


VJC 


Judge Walter M. Bastlan, United States Court 
of Appeals, Washington, D. C. 


Chief Judge Bolltha J. Lavs, United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia, 

Washington, D. C, 




las Company, 
San Francisco, California. 



The above persons variously advised that the 
appointee is a brilliant attorney of almost unlimited 
capabilities Who is highly regarded in the legal profession. 
Hr. Wright was described as an outstanding corporate attorney 
and an excellent organlssr and administrator vno 1 st. 
exceptionally industrious and possessed of a high Bense of 
responsibility. He was stated to possess a thorough 
understanding of the principles of the American Government 
--- that he would be a strong advocate in the 
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Philadelphia. Pennsylvania, 

who la a forme^cnairman, House or Delegates, American 
Bar Association, and has been acquainted with Mr. Wright 
for twenty years, advised that he would unqualifiedly 
recommend the appointee as an outstanding at^orna^^n^fami ly 
man who -Is above reproach In every respect. 
stated that Mr. Wright's entire record has been very 
conservative) that he Is extremely anti-Communist and has 
done all in his power to combat Communist infiltration of 
the Government; that he has taken an active and strong 
position against Communist front groups; and that he is 
outspoken and vehement in his denouncement of anything 
expounding the Communist Party line. 

Judge Walter M. Bastian, United States Court of 
Appeals. Washington, D. C.,vho has been personally 
acquainted with Mr. Wright for fifteen years, advised that 
the appointee Is a man of the highest aharaoter and Integrity, 
and is "fearless." Judge Bastian stated that he would 
give Mr. Wright the highest unqualified recommendation of 
any person with whom he Is acquainted for a position of trust 
and confidence In the United States Government. 


Chief Judge Bolltha J. Lavs, United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia, who has been a close 
personal friend of Mr. Wright for fifteen years, advised that 
Mr. Wright Is an outstanding attorney who is "tops In every 
department." Judge Lavs stated that there is no question 
whatsoever as to the character, reputation, associates or 
loyalty of Mr. Wright and his family. Re said that Mr. Wright 
Is a distinguished citizen of ability and integrity whom he 
recommends unqualifiedly for any position of trust and 
responsibility. 


_ According to a confidential informant,* 
^in Los Angeles, California, and has been ac 
. Wright in a professional capacity since 194 


appointee was appointed a member of the California Horse 
in 1944 by former Governor Earl Warren and 

’ 1Q L- c r t.o 1951. The 





Warren to remove Mr. Wright as chairman of the California 
Horse Racing Board. The informant indicated that he 
personally had been loyal to Governor Warren and it was his 
belief that the appointee, in splitting with Governor Warren, 
had displayed disloyalty to Governor Warren's political party. 
He recalled that Mr. Wright had supported Governor Warren in 
his gubernatorial campaigns but after the split occurred, 

Mr. Wright supported another faction than that headed by 
Governor Warren at the Republican National Convention in 
Chicago, Illinois, in 1952. 


The informant, however, indicated that the aopointee 
in his opinion is a person of good character and reputation 
and a loyal American citizen. He stated he would recommend 
him for a position of trust involving the national security. 



who is a member of the appointee's 
law firm. 35hi'irmed Wright's appo^itment^nd service on the 
California Horse Racing Board. stated that in 1951 

Wright objected to the interfereHS^^mS^nfluence of Los 
Angeles newspapers, and particularly to their advocating the 
donation of funds to thei]^*’De^ch^rities ,, rather than those 
designated by the board. SHIP stated that the appointee 
also objected to lobby! st^To^race tracks in the state capita 1 


Me 



^further related that Governor Warren 
apparently did not agree with Mr. Wright and the appointee 
wrote Governor Warren suggesting that inasmuch as they did 
not agree on matters concerning policy that Mr. Wright 
should be replaced as cha^mar^>f the board, which Governor 
Warren promptly did. flHHBH^stated that since that time 
the appointee and Governo^warren have continued to be 
friends but are not as closely associated as befdre. 


Chief Justice Earl Warren, United States Supreme 
Court, Washington, D. C., who has known the appointee for 
approximately twenty-five years, advised that he could offer 
no fmfavorable information concerning the loyalty, honesty 
or integrity of the appointee. He stated, however, that he 
~ Mr. Wright to any position, but that his 

*’*■*“ «5fl*rreements 
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Chief Justice Warren advised that these objections were 
entirely personal and he vould not let his personal objections 
interfere in his reconaendations of Mr. Wright as to his 
character and loyalty. 

Charles B. Carr, attorney, Los Angeles, California, 
who was formerly United States Attorney, Southern District 
of California, froa 1943 to 1946 and a former Assistant 
Attorney General of the United States, advised that he has 
known the appointee in a professional capacity for approximately 
fifteen years. Mr. CanTrecalled that Mr. Wright was a 
member of the Alien Enemy Hearing Board during World War II, 
during which period he had observed that approximately 
95 per cent of the aliens which appeared before the board 
had been ruled as being dangerous to the Internal security 
of the United States, and that the appointee "leaned over 
backwards" in his decisions. Mr. Carr further stated that 
Mr. Wright was "a nut" to give"the speech reported in 
"U. 8. Hews and World Report" magazine in November, 1955, 
wherein he asserted that any attorney that used the Fifth 
Amendment to shield himself from giving testimony should be 
disbarred. 


Mr. Car? was of the opinion that Mr. Wright was 
not possessed of a judicious mind; that he was partisan in 
his approach to all matters of a political nature>and vould, 
therefore, be "dangerous" as chairman of the Commission on 
Government Security. In this regard Mr. Carr commented that 
he himself had been a member of a loyalty hearing board but 
had resigned not long after his appointment because he could 
not stand to see the "persecution of poor Government clerks" 
who were unable to employ legal oounsel and could not, 
therefore, defend themselves. 

Mr. Carr also stated that not only vould he not 
recommend the appointee for membership on the Commission 
on Government Security, but that he would oppose it. He 
«>*id that Mr. Wright i att&b dictatorial, forces his will 

“ —** nnt operate in the best interests of 

* —1+« measures of the 
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The Novemb r 25, 1955, issue of the "U. E * Kevs 
and World Report" magazine contained an article entitled 
"A Leading Lawyer Explains Use and Abuse of Fifth Amendment 
which was the full text of an address "The Lawyer*s 
Responsibility and the Fifth Amendment," delivered by the 
appointee, then president of the American Bar Association, 
before the Law Club of Chicago, Illinois, on February 25, 
1955* The full text of this address wee published in the 
Mny, 1955, iscue of the "Nebraska Lew Review." A Photostat 
of the article appearing in the later publication is attached 
as an enclosure. 

fieJlatlveg 


Investigation has determined thrt th appointee 
has the following known, immediate, living, adult relatives: 

Dr. Clifford A. Vright, Los Angeles, California, 


Los Angeles. 

Persons interviewed during this investig->tion 
who were acquainted with members of the appointee’s family 
furnished favorable information concerning thorn. 

The records of credit and law enforcement agencies 
covering the places of residence and employment of the 
appointee and members of his immediate family were examined 
and were found to contain no additional pertinent inform/1ion. 

Agency Checks 

The records of the following governmental agencies 
*■—** n-Mimined and were found to contain no additional 



brother; Mrs. George (Gertrude; Boalick, 

Los Angelas. California , sisters 

Angeles, California. 

California, 



Wash: 

daughter, who residos'v? 



of the Air Force) Special Investigations Section, 
United States Secret Service) House Committee on 
Un-American Activities) G-2. Central Records 
Facility, Fort Sola bird, Baltimore, Maryland} and 
the central files of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation* 

The records of the Passport Office, Deportment of 
State, Veshingtcn, D* C*. reflect the; appointee vas issued a 
passport in June, 195^t for three veeks* travel to countries 
of Europe to attend the International Bor Association 
conference at Monte Carlo, Monaco* 


/ 
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Office Memorandum • united states gov 


ERNMENT 


TO 


FROM 
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: i:'» AcSJfffa\Rj 


DATB: April 2, 1956 


GmJT - -_ 


SUBJECT: IL37Z) WP.I'iHT 
| CHAIRMAN 

1 2omission on govepjmsnt security 

You will recall that Wright is scheduled to meet the 
Director a t e . m. April 4. 1956. Set forth below is perti¬ 

nent information concerning him: 

LOYD I WIGHT 

Bureau files reflect that Wright is a prominent Los Angeles 
attorney who has served as President of the American Bar Association. 

He was born December 24, 1892, at San Jacinto, California, and received 
an LL.B. degree from the University of Southern California in 1915. 

During World War II, he was a member of the Board of Appeals of the 
Attorney General of the United States in connection with enemy alien 
hearings. Wright is currently Chairman of the newly created Commission 
on Government Security, which will investigate the operations of the 
Government’s Security Program. (77-70120) \\ 

In the past, the Bureau’s relations with Wright have been 
cordial. He ha3 been contacted for information during several Bureau 
investigations and has been cooperative. On August 1941, he was » 

given a special tour of the Bureau. On January 13, .U>37, and on x 

]larch 10, 1950, he invited the Director to speak before the Los Angeles \ 
Bar and the California Bar Association% respectively. On September 14, 
1948, Wright requested the Bureau to furnish data concerning the National 
Lawyers Guild which ne understood was subversive. The Director replied 
3aying our files are confidential. In August, 1954, bright, os the new 
American Bar Association President, announced that one of the Association '| 
campaign aims was the ouster of the ’’Fifth Amendment lawyers," and 
attorneys aligned with subversive organisations. (62-88472) 

Wright is the author of an article entitled "The Lawyer’s 
Responsibility and the Fifth Amendment" which appeared in the May, 1955, 
issue of the ’’Nebraska Law Review." In summary, Wright indicated in 4 
this article, that he feels that the Fifth Amendment privilege, properly 

.-t T" V / - ", ' /’ ' i 
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Jones to Nichols emo April 2, 1956 

construed and United, does not so humper our efforts to preserve our 
xay of life that it must be sacrificed or abandone-j. .ie 3tated, "The 
danger lies rather in the intentional misuse and tie inadvertent ex¬ 
tension of the privilege to mask attempts to destroy the government 
\The Director made the following notation concerning this article, "This 
\pretty well shows Wright's trend of thinking - just a 'pale Griswold.'" 
( 77-70120 ) 


In connection with Wright's appointment as Chairman, Commission 
on Government security, we conducted a special inquiry concerning him as 
requested by Vice Presiden t Nixon by letter dated jiecember 30, 1955. 
summaries of the results of this investigation were forwarded to Vice 
President Aixon and Assistant to the President Sherman Adams on January 27, 
1956. This investi gation was favorable with the exception that Chief 
Justice Dari narren, United atates Supreme Court, ..ci3hi n gton, D. C., 
advised that he has known aright for approximately 25 years, and that he 
could offer no unfavorable information concern ing the loyalty, honesty 
and integrity of the appointee . he stated, however, that he would not 
appoint Ur. bright to any position, but that his reasons were strictly 
personal resulting from, disagreements between JLr. ..right and him, which 
arose during the period Ur. „ri^ht served on t ie California Norse Racing 
doara. <ilso, Charles H. Carr, Los Angeles attorney, former United States 
Attorney, former Ass is tant Unitea States Attorney reneral ana former 
member of a loyalty hearing board who resigned because he could not 
stand to see the "persecution of poor Government clerks" stated he would 
oppose *right's appointment for membership on tie Commission on Government 
Security . He stated -.right's character ana reputation to be excellent 
and believes him to be a loyal Am.eri.can citizen but considers Wright 
has "too many Republican friends." (77-70120) 

B right met with the Director for approximately one hour and ten 
minutes on February 2, 1956. Your memorandum datea February 3, 1956 to 
Ur. Tolson which sets forth the highlights of th i s session is attached, 

(62-101916-99) 

/ 

RLCOUULN PATIO A A 

(1) Should Wright request a tour of Bureau facilities, it is 
recommended that this *^ur be c'naucteci oy a Special Agent of the Crime 
r ’ or 'tion. 







